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From: - Bucci, Steven, Dr., OSD
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2005 §:57 PM -
To: : SecDef Cables ESO
Subject: FW: No Military Analysts Read Ahead sent to SD
importance: High
Attachments: - Read Ahead.doc
Read Ahead.doc
(44 KB)
Sorry

Dr. Steven P. Buccil
Staff Director
Immediate Office of SecDef

----- Qriginal Message-~---

From: CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2005 5:36 PM

To: Bucci, Steven, Dr., O0SD

Cc: SecDef Cables

Subject: FW: No Military Analysts Read Bhead sent to 8D
Importance: High

Sir,

Allison Barber would like to make sure that the attached read ahead goes out to the plane.
It should go to Eric Ruff and Delonnie Henry. Could I get your approval for Cables to send
it? It's for tomorrow's SecDef call with the Analysts. Thank you (b)(6)

----- Original Message-----
From: Barber. Allison, CIV, QASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2005 5:24 PM
To: [b)E) CIV, OASD-PA; Richard, Joseph, Col OASD-pa; (P)(6) CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: Fw: No Military Analysts Read Ahead sent to SD

Hi
Did you get this to the plane??? You need to. And the read ahead needs to go out te normal

channels.

Thx

----- Original Message----- b)(6)
From: Richard, Joseph, Col OASD-PA <joseph.richar

To: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA <Allison.Barberdb)(®)
Sent: Wed Jul 27 16:47:01 200§

Subject: No Military Analysts Read Ahead sent to SD -

Allison Cables advises that no read ahead on the Military Analysts has been sent to the -
plane only Dallas Trip and the events theretl,.Joe
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Colonel Joe Richard,USA
Sénior Military Assistant

to the Aassistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs
rm @)@ | pentagon
~Bﬂ@)
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Updated July 27, 20605

READ AHEAD FOR SECRETARY FOF DEFENSE DONALD RUMSFELD
TELECONFERENCE WITH RETIRED MILITARY ANALYSTS

Date/Time: Thursday, July 28, 2005 10:30 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.
Location:  Secretary of Defense Office (3E8R0)
Audience:

Confirmed are:

Colonel Ken Allard (USA, Retired)
Mr. Jed Babbin (USAF, JAG)
Lieutenant General Frank (Tcd) Campbell (USAF, Retired)
Dr. Jamcs Jay Carafano (LTC, USA, Retired)
Lieutenant Colone! Bill Cowan (USMC, Retired)
- Lieutenant Colone! Gordon Cuculin (USA, Retired)
Major Dana R. Dillon (USA, Retired)
Commangd Sergeant Major Steven Greer (USA, Retired)
Licutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis (USA, Retired)
Major General Michael J. Nardotti, Jr. (USA, Retired)
Captain Chuck Nash (USN, Retired)
General William L. Nash ~ (USA, Retired)
Lieutenant General Erv Rokke (USAF, Retired)
Major General Donald W. Shepperd (USAF, Retired)
Major General Paul E. Vallely (USA, Retired)
General Tom Wilkerson (USMC, Retired)

¢ You last met with roughly this same group June 16, 2005.
Media:

e Call is closed to the media.

e Comments should be considered on background. However, you may go off-the-record as you

see fit.
Timeline:
e 10:30 am. Welcome and Introduction
Larry Di Rita
e 10:3]1am. SecDef comments on recent trip, Iraq Transition, Afghanistan_Progréss, update
on Detainee Related Activities ' '
s ]0:45am. Open for Q&A
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b)(6)

From: Fb)(s) 4|CIV OASD-PA
Sent: ‘EMéQndﬂ._MaLZ_QJOOS 4:23 PM
To: [P® CIV OASD-PA

Subject: Today's Spectator (Babbin)

Bedtime for Bashar

By Jed Babbin
‘Pubsished 5/23/2005 12:07:25 AM

It is the gravest of mistakes to think of Iraq -- or any other nation -- in isolation. And it is willfully
ignorant to ask when Iraqis will be able to defeat the insurgency, when Americans will withdraw, or
when the violence in Iraq will abate, Would you measure the safety of one family's home without
examining the neighborhood it's in? The security of every nation depends on the actions of its
neighbors, and Iraq sits in one of the world's worst neighborhoods. It can't be stable and democratic
unless and until its neighbors — Syria, Saudi Arabia and Iran -- end their interference. Unless we
sbandon Irag, Americans will continue to die as a direct result of these nations' actions until they are
compelled to behave.

On that terrible morning of September 11, 2001, there was no way to get out of Washington. Sitting
in my office about two blocks from the White House and seeing nothing more constructive to do
such as run through a subway tunnel, I sat down at my computer and wrote about how we should
respond 1o the most deadly attack on our soil since Pearl Harbor. The article was published in the
Washington Times the following day.

The article made two points. First, that we couldn't allow ourselves to be weakened by empty rhetoric
urging a "proportional response.” Our response to the 9-11 attacks had to be decisive, and to be so
our counterattack had to be in proportion to our strength and not the enemy's relative size or
weakness. Second, that no matter who the enemy was, and no matter where he chose to seek refuge,
we could allow him no sanctuary. We would have had to atlack the al Qaeda stronghold wherever it
was. Had it not been Kabul but Damascus, Tehran, Beijing, Pyongyang or Moscow our action would
have had to be the same. If we had learned anything from Vietnam it was that to allow sanctuary is to
hand the means of victory to the enemy.

President Bush took much this same position in his tough speech to Congress a week later. Nations
had to choose, he said then, to be with us or with the terrorists. Since then something has been lost.
Syria has chosen to be with the terrorists, and we have done nothing decisive about the regime of
Bashar Assad. We are paying too high a price -- in the lives of our soldiers -- for this to continue one
moment longer.

Commencing weeks before American forces slashed into Iraqg in March 2003, our reconnaissance
forces saw a steady flow of cars and trucks going into Syria along the Baghdad-Damascus highway.
About ten days into the fighting, there was an intense fight near the border city of al-Qaim where our
spectia) forces took on a sizeable Iragi force moving through al-Qaim into Syria. The fierceness of the
fight there -~ as intense as any.other before Baghdad fell -- told us that the Iraqis were moving
something they thought was of tremendous value. Was it money, weapons or people the Iragis
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moved then? It matters not. What matters is that Syria chose to provide first a sanctuary for members
of Saddam's regime and its assets and then comprehensive support for the Sunni insurgents who fight
only to prevent Iraq from becoming stable and free, and kill as many Americans as they can in the

© process.

We know that the majority of the suicide bombers killing people in Irag come from Saudi Arabia to
Syria where they are helped to cross into Iraq. We know that money and weapons flow from Syria to
the insurgents in Iraq. We know sufficient details about where the insurgents meet and train in Syria
to target those places for attack. "Operation Matador," the week-long fight along the Syrian border
that ended on May 14, disrupted the insurgents' ability to cross into Iraq. At the cost of at least nine

© Marine lives, we stopped them but only for a while.

The President has too much on his mind, and his advisers are divided. The CIA and the State
Department point to the small amount of cooperation we have been getting from Syria, and insist that
we can compel them to do more without taking firm action. The Defense Department is less tolerant.
It wants to act, but apparently hasn't even been allowed to ask the Iraqis for permission to mount an
attack into Syria. Our failure to take decisive action costs too much. The time has come to act.

First, either Vice President Cheney or the President himself needs to knock heads together, because
no one else can. CIA, State, and Defense have to-be brought into line and resolved to action. Then
State should deliver a final ultimatum to Assad. If he fails to end his regime's support for terrorism
forthwith -- and that means not only the Iraqi insurgents, but Hezbollah and all the others that have
operated from Damascus for decades -- hc must be told we will end it for him. The Iraqi government
should be consulted, but its reluctance -- if it has any -- to a cross-border attack must be dispelled or
politely ignored. As soon as it is, special operations forces should cross into Syria covertly, to lead a
combined air and ground attack against the terrorists and whatever Syrian assets are supporting them,
from Qaim to Damascus. Whatever it takes, that is what we must do.

Syria is the immediate problem regarding Irag. (Iran is no less immediate; but because of its nuclear
program, not its present involvement in Iraq.) Saudi Arabia is a different kind of problem.

The Saudis have, perhaps too late to save themselves, come to realize the dangers of terrorism. But
because the Saudis are Wahabis, and because the Wahabi version of Islam is insecure, violent, and
hostile, they still don't take sufficient steps to stop the export of terrorists and terrorism. We can't
disregard the power Saudi oil gives them over our economy. But we can't be afraid of it either. Their
insecurity is our handiest weapon.

Our cadre of evil geniuses can think of many ways to motivate Saudi behavior, and we should be
using them all. For example, cautious people that we are, the Pentagon should commission a secret
study of how we might intervene to restore order in the former Saudi Arabia after some massive
terrorist attack annihilates the Saudi royals, taking some of the oil infrastructure up with them. When
that study is leaked (to Bob Novak, of course, not the New York Times) how much more uneasy will
rest the heads on which the Saudi crowns lie? Enough, perhaps, to make some greater effort against
those Saudis whose business it is to exhort and export terrorism?

' The Saudis are crude in their manipulation of us. We should compel them to conclude that
Machiavelli was a wimp.

b)(6)
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Researcher
Department of Defense

OSD Wiiters Group, Room®®@
Telephone: ©)2)

Fax: Fb)(z)

The American Spectator
Jed Babbin
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(b)(6)
From: JedBabbin
Sent:  Monday, May 23, 2005 8:.00 AM ' :
To: uncinerneyd‘%(-gg(—s)—\—‘ paulvallel nashet@ )E) Glenstrae?7 b:(s)
BURM41518 - (0)®) » ] wssmter(%)(s) roberthscales@®)(©
Subject: Today's Spectator '

Syria, not the Senate, should be on our minds today.

The American Smc_t_ﬂlg_t

Jed Babbin
()(6) (home office)
(home fax)
(mobile)
NY TIMES

4203




Eb)(s) :

From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2005 6:23 PM
To: - ‘Dan Senor’

Subject: . RE: tonight

I'm wétching you on t.v. just now and realizing I never got back to you.

-----0Original Message----- TG
From: Dan Senoxr [mallto dansenor

Sent: Thursday, 19, 2005 3 38 PM
To: b){G) . . -
ce: [b)®) | dbaruet{b)@)

Subject: tonight

larry:

itve got to go ‘on brit hume tonight regarding the
nyt's 'iraq is going to hell' story.’

any talkers?

also, lots of buzz at ¥OX about how NO iraqgis
participated in the most recent operation along the
syrian border. if true, can you glve me examples of
other recent operations where iraqgis played an-
important role?

i want to challenge this conventional wisdom that the
iragi security forces are impotent.

thanks!

-dan
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From: - Felth, Douglas, HON, OSD-POLICY

Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2005 4:43 PM

To: O'Connell, Thomas, HON, OSD-PQ

ce: ‘ Clv, 0SD-POLICY.[D® ______IcoL, osp-roLICY; D6 |
COL, OSDPOLICY[®)® | MSGT, OSD-POLICY :

Subject: Re: Osama's Pseudo-lslamic Scam -- (Key to his recruitment of suicide bombers)

Tom - good item. I re-gsent this to Rodman. let's discuss at staff meeting.

Sent from my BlackBerry Handheld.

----- Original Message-----
From: O'Connell, Thomas, HON, 0SD-POLICY <Thomas.Of
To: F h HON, 0SD-POLICY <Douglas.Felthd
cc:Kb)(G) CIV, OSD-POLICY [b)6)

< Rodman{b)6) | Flarv. Pete
(b)(6) CIV, OSD-POLICY {P)E OASD-PA

T |Brown Bryan D. GEN <brownbdb)(6) | Olson Eric T. VADM

" <olsonedb)(®) Dailey Dell L MG <daileyddb)®) :
Sent: Tue May 17-08:56:15 2005
Subject: FW: Osama's Pseudo-Islamic Scam -- (Key to his recruitment of suicide bombers).

----- Original Message-----
From: Thomas McInerney [mailto:tmcinerney )(6)
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2005 11:26 RM

To: QO'Connell, Thomas, HON, OSD-POLICY
Subject: FW: Osama's Pseudo-Islamic Scam -- (Key to his recruitment of suicide bombers)

Tom

FYI below.

This is a very important POLICY ISSUE.

We are calling thé FOREIGN TERRORISTS foreign fighters which plays directly into their
hands. Washington Post on Sunday called them Martyrs when they are TERRORISTS and unholy
warriors (See below).

Your staff's view would be interesting. This should be part of our IO Campaign.

See you at 0930,

Tom

Thomas G. McInerney
Lt. Gen. USAF (Ret)
b)(6)

voice(b)(®)
Cell:
Fasx:

------ Forwarded Message
From: Justcauses{b)(6) .
Date: Fri, 13 May 2005 16:42:26 EDT

To; RobertHS5calesdb)(6)
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Cc: TMcinerney*bxe) |Jackﬂpryor.b)(GJ

Subject: Osama's Pseudo-Islamic Scam -- (Key to his recruitment of suicide bombers)

Dear General Scales: Thanks to our friepnd Tom McInerney, and believing that our thinking
is already in sync, I am pleased to call to your attention a work-in-progress essay of
mine about the new "Hirabah (unholy war) by mufsidoon (evildoers) destined for Jahannam
{Eternal Hellfire)" frame of reference. It involves a mere 3-5 new Arabic and Islamic
words which we should all begin using as a powerful disincentive to6 al Qaeda-style suicide
mass murder and other forms of genocidal violence and hatred.

Fortunately, but with virtually no follow-up from the Administration or from academia or
the media, the anti-al Qaeda fatwa issued on March 11, 2005 by numerous Muslim clerics in
Spain contains similarly truthful and appropriate Islamic religious words. It refers to
Osama bin Laden as an “apostate" and an "infidel" and as guilty of "istihlal® (the sinful
arrogance of concocting one's own self-serving version of Islamic Law, Sharia) -- rather
than condemning him in Western secular words only. 'Subsequent fatwas most certainly should
do at least as much, and hopefully more.

In this regard, please check carefully the FreeMuslims.orqg website under "Press Corner"
and under the following dates:

March 13 for my op-ed draft of a very tough Resolution of Condemnation which contains what
I consider to be five very important such words;

March 22 for the text of the historic Spanish Muglim clerics' fatwa condemning bin Laden
and al Qaeda in at least three additional Islamic religious terms;

March 30 for the Free Muslims' gharply worded Resolution, also condemning al Qaeda in
powerfully negative Islamic religiocus terms;

April 10 for a related op-ed essay of wmine, entitled “Bush to Muslims: A Declatation of
Dignity."

Moving along to the central purpose of this communication, the narrative presented below
~- "Osama's Pseudo-Islamic Scam -- The al Qaeda Blasphemy" -- ties together my concerns
about the vital "war of words" aspect of the broader War of Jdeas. It does so by promoting
a simple truth-in-language and truth-in-Islam alternative to al Qaeda's patently false
and, indeed, blasphemous language of so-called "Jihadi martyrdom® -- which currently
dominates both the English and Arabic lexicons and attracts so many religiously motivated
young Muslims into sulcide mass murder and thus according to Quranic Islam, into Satan's

‘Eternal Hellfire.

As I hope we will be discussing at your convenience, our parrot-like addiction to the
latter places us squarely in the "Great Satan" role go cynically concocted for us by Osama
bin Laden. For who, indeed, other than the Great Satan would be warring against "Jihad*
(holy war) and hunting down and killing "mujahiddin" (holy warriors) and "shahiddin®
(martyrs) on their way to Paradisez?

{No wonder so much of the "Arab Street" hates us. By our own.careless parroting of al
Qaeda's self-sanctifying words, we carelessly classify them as holy and godly and
ourselves as satanic and, therefore, worthy of both hatred and even death.)

But imagine how much more difficult it would be for the young recruits, for the Arab
media, for the "moderate" Muslim clergy and for any authentic Muslims whatever to remain
complacent, accepting, forgiving and supportive of al Qaeda and its satanic scam

a) if their genocidal terrorism were not so falsely known as "Jihad" but became known as
Hirabah (unholy war, forbidden. "war against society"), instead;

p) if they themselves were not 8o routinely spoken of ag "mujadiddin®" and "martyrs" but ae
mufsidoon (evildoers), instead;

¢) if their suicide deaths were not called "martyrdom" but simply deaths, instead;

d) if their likely destiny were to be seen not as Paradise (with or without the sex-orgy
factor) but as Jahannam (Bternal Hellfire), instead ~-- unless, of course, they repent
their sins and earnestly seek and actually receive Allah's forgiveness; and

e) if their suicide mass murder, hatred, crimes and sins would be seen not ag coming from

‘*Soldiers of Allah" and from the "Mahdi Army” but from ungodly Servants of 8Satan (Abdul
shaitan), instead.

2
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Hoping that we might be able to confer soon again about this truth-in-language and truth-
in-Islam initiative and that in the interim you will feel free to share this thesis with
anyone in your circle of influence who might benefit from its recommendations, I remain,

‘Sincerely yours,

" b)(6) )(6)
JIM GUIRARD -- TrueSpeak Institute Justcauses

dhk bk kb kh ek kwkkhbhdk i*i***ﬁi**#i*** i*i*t***ﬁ***i***ii*****iti*ﬁ*iiiti*ﬁiiiﬁiﬁi**ii***f*t*
KRRk kK *

Qsama's Pseudo-Islamic Scam -- THE AL QAEDA BLASPHEMY (or APOSTASY)

From its inception in the form of unauthorized and un-Islamic fatwas (religious edicts} in
1996 and 1998, Osama bin laden's so-called “Jihad Against America and the West" is nothing
but a pseudo-Islamic scam. It is no more "holy” than. the genocidal killers who concocted
and are fomenting it.

Ite more appropriate name is The Al Qaeda Blasphemy -- a perversion of authentic Islam
which (in the name of Allah, of course) threatens to turn that religion into nothing but a
perpetual killing machine. Beneath its false labels it is a satanic, cultic violation of

many of the fundamental precepts of Qur'anic Islam -- including such sinful transgressions
as:

o Wanton killing of innocents and noncombatants, including many peaceful Muslims

0 Decapitating the live and desecrating the dead bodies 6f perceived -enemies

o Committing and enticing pthers to commit suicide for reas§ns of intimidation

o Fomenting hatred among communities, nations, religions and civilizations

o Ruthless warring against nations in which Islam is freely practiced

o Issuing and inspiring unauthorized and un-Islamic fatwas (religious edicts)

o Using some mosqgues as weapons depots and battle stations, while destroying others

o Forcing extremist and absolutist versions {and pervergsions) of Islam on Muslims, when
the Quran clearly says that there shall be "no compulsion in religion"

o Distorting the word "infidels" to include all Christians, all Jews and wany Musliws, as
well -- when the Qurfan calls them all “"Children of the Book" (the 0ld Testament) and
"Song of Abraham,” and calls Jesus one of Islam's five main Prophets

o Deliberate misreading, ignoring and perverting of passages of the Qur an and the Islamic
Jurisprudence (the Figh)

All of thls constitutes a gigantic blasphemy (or apostasy, choose your word) against ‘the
"peaceful, just, compa551onate and merciful" Allah of the Qur‘'an. And, of course, the
penalty for blasphemy in Islam is death. Ask poor 0ld Salman Rushdie who has been under a
fatwa of death for over a decade -- for allegedly mistranslating certain verses of the

k]
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Prophet in his famous book, "The Satanic Verses.”

But, wonder of wonders, Osama's multiple perversions of Islam -- which are a thousand
times worse than Rushdie's alleged offenses -- are shielded from a death warrant by the
halo of so-called “Jihad." While that halo is a patently false one, it is made to seem
true by the fact that so many of us (its intended v;ctlms) mindlessly parrot bin Laden in
calling it holy "Jihad.®

Surely, if it were something else, its harshest critics (particularly our PsyOP and public
diplomacy experts on the subject) would be calling it by some other more truthful Islamic
term -- particularly if that much needed name were the exact opposgite of the so-called
"holy" and “godly" war it is alleged to be,

Now, more than three years after the suicide mass murders of September 11, 2001, it is
high time that we discover the correct Islamic word for such sinful atrocities and
proactively begin using that name -- rather than continuing to lip-sync with Osama bin
Laden, at the risk of our lives and those of our children and grandchildren.

The Word Is "Hirabah" -- Forbidden War Against Society

0f course, there is a word for the kind of warfare which violates all of the Qur'anic
prohibitions listed above, despite our gophomoric inability to have found it by now. It is
the ancient word Hirabah {pronounced hee-RAH-bah), which the Islamic Jurisprudence (the
Figh) defines as a forbidden "war against society” -- or what in modern parlance would be
called *genocidal terrorism" or "crimes against humanity.®

In his seminal article on Hirabah in the Fall 2001 issue of Muslim world, the renowned
University of Michigan scholar of Islam, Prof. Abdul Hakim (a.k.a., Sherman Jackson),
confirms this interpretation as follows:

“In the end, however, Hirabah assumes its place as an effective super-category hovering
above the entire criminal law as a possible remedy to be pressed into service for the more
sensational, heinous or terrifying manifestations of these and other crimes. In this
capacity, Hirabah appears, again, to parallel the function of terrorism as an American
legal category. Its function is not so much to define specific crimes but to provide a
mechanism for heightening the scrutiny and/or level of pursuit and prosecution in certain
cases of actual or potential public violence.

*In sum, we may conclude that it is terror, or the spreading of fear and helplessness,
that lies at the heart of Hirabah. From this perspective, Hirabah speaks to the same

basic issue as does terrorism in American law. As mentioned earlier, however, Hirabah
actually goes beyond the FBI definition of terrorism, inasmuch as Hirabah covers both

directed and coincidental spreading of fear... Hirabah, as it turns out, [once was and
should be seen again as] the most severely punished crime in Islam, carrying mandatory
criminal sanctions." :

But, looking back in history, we find that the widespread killing and pillaging of entire
communities and tribes by ruthless barbarians and brigands gradually subsided in the
Middle Ages. And the powerful Islamic word which had been used since the 10th and 11lth
centuries to condemn such atrocities gradually faded from use, as well.

Obviously, it must now be rediscovered and resuscitated. It mugt become the keystone of
both truth-in-language and truth-in-Islam in the war against al Qaeda-style suicide mass
murder and related forms of hatred and violence.

Indeed, it is only by the assertive and insistent use of this truthful term, along with
four others which follow from it, that the false and blasphemous language of so-called
“Jihadi martyrdom" (a bunch of holy guys destined for Paradise as a reward for murdering
pecple like us) can eventually be defeated. These other essential words are as follows:

mufaidoon (evildoers) -- the Islamic word for those who are fomenting and waging unholy
Hirabah and who, therefore, cdannot be either the mujaheddin (holy warriors) or the
"martyrs" they claim to be.

4
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Jahannam (Eternal Hellfire) -- which is authentic Iglam's destiny for unrelenting and
unrepentant mufsidoon who will not cease their evildoing and who will, therefore, not be

" destined for Paradise but for Shaitan's eternal Hellfire.

tajdeef (blasphemy} -- which is what these Jahannam-bound mufsidoon are engaged in when
they ruthlessly kill innccents and noncombatants, foment hatred, commit and entice others
to commit suicide, condemn everyone but themselves as "infidels,™ etec.

shaitaniyah (satanic) -- which is the fundamental character of the willful and mortally
sinful Osaman Blasphemy described at the beginning of this essay.

Logically, now that our scholarly experts, our public diplomacy spokespersons and our
national leaders know the word Hirabah and the name mufsidoon for those who are fomenting
and waging this forbidden "war against society," we should be using these words
aggresgively and without fail.

Cold War Parallels

To continue a mindless repetition of Osama bin Laden's preferred labels of “"Jihad by
mujaheddin on their way to Paradise”" and to go about condemning "Jihadists® (holy warrior-
ists) is as naive and as self-destructive as it was when we mindlessly parroted such
preposterous Soviet, Maoist and Castroite labels as 'people's democracies" and
"progressive fronts" and so-called "wars of national liberation."

Truth be known, there were no such "wars of national liberation,” because no liberty was

~ever involved. And today, there is nc so-called "Jihad," because there is neither any

holiness nor any "peaceful, compassionate, merciful and just" Will of Allah of the Qur‘an
involved -- but only the (saman Blasphemy, Qur'anic Islam's punishment for which is death
in this life and Jahannam (eternal Hellfire) in the next.

As outlined above, this is reminiscent of the subtle but deadly Cold War.prbblem
identified in the 19708 and 80s by Dr. Fred Charles Ikle and Senator Daniel Patrick
Moynihan as “"gemantic infiltration®" -- which the late Senator defined as follows:

*Simply put, semantic infiltration is the process whereby we come to adopt the language of
our adversaries in describing political reality. The most totalitarian regimes in the
world would call themselves 'liberation movements.' It is perfectly predictable tha they .
should misuse words to conceal their real nature. But must we aid them in that effort by
repeating those words? Worse, do we begin to influence our own perceptions by using them?*

Of course, we do! The problem is as real and as deadly dangerous today as it was then.
Bin lLaden and his murderous ilk say "Jihad and Holy War," and we repeat these words
thousands of times over -- thus endorsing and confirming their claim to a holy and godly
purpose. They say "mujaheddin® (holy warriors) apnd "shuhada" or "shahiddin" (martyrs) on
their way to Paradise and we dutifully copy-cat those words, as well. Back in Cold War
days, that sort of naiveté was called “"useful idiocy" and should still be.

Recall, please, how the perfidious Soviets and their surrogates, Fidel Castro in
particular, successfully co-opted the powerfully positive word “liberation* and turned it
into a lovely but patently false label for adding colonies -- euphemistically known as
"satellites," of course -- to the Evil Empire.

Truth be known, those bloody wars of Soviet colonial conquest (properly defined) had
absolutely nothing to do with either national independence or personal liberty -- no more
than today's so-called "holy wars"” of al Qaeda, Hamas, Hizbollah, I[slamic Jihad and their
pseudo-Islamic ilk have anything toc do with godliness or holiness. :

In addition to the words of. wisdom from Prof. Ahdul Hakim of the University of Michigan
cited above, here are quotations from three more (of about twenty-five) distinguished
scholars of Islam and Middle Eastern affairs who are now embracing this truthful Hirabah
{unholy war, "war against society") frame of reference, and sharply rejecting the false
and un-Islamic language of so-called "Jihadi martyrdom:"

5
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© PROF. AKBAR AHMED (Chair of Islamic Studies, American University) "Properly understooed,
this is a war of ideas within Islam -- some of them faithful to authentic Islam, but some
of them clearly un-Islamic and even blasphemous toward the peaceful and compassionate
Allah of the Qur'an.... As a matter of truth-in-Ieslam, both the ideas and the actions they
produce must be called what they actually are, beginning with the fact that al Qaeda's
brand of suicide wass murder and its fomenting of hatred among races, religions and

cultures do not constitute godly or holy *"Jihad” -- but, in fact, constitute the heinous.
crime and sin of unholy "Hirabah"..,. In its worst excesses, particularly in the wanton
killing of innocents -- both non-Muslim and Muslim alike -- as a method of terrorizing the

entire community, such ungodly "war against society" should be condemned as blasphemous
and un-Islamic.”

o DR. RKHTAR EMON (President, Arabic Language Institute Foundation) "Hirabah represents
anh Unholy War against innocent civilians. The truth stands c¢lear from falsehood. Hirabah
can never be confused as 'Jihad' (Holy War), as much as al-Qaeda would like to label their
heinous acts against humanity as Jihad... Hirabah is forbidden and sanctioned not only by
the teachings of Qur'an, but also by the Bible and Torah -- all three Abrahamic faiths
(Islam, Judaism, and Christianity) agree on this, and 80 also other major faiths such as
Buddhism, Hinduism, 8ikhs, Zorocastrians, Bahai's, and the New Age religions addressing
"mind, body and soul'... TrueSpeak efforts are highly commendable in educating the world
citizenry with truth-in-language and expanding the lexicen, e.g., to distinguish a good
guy with a bad guy (mufsidoon), a good act with an act of blasphemy (tajdeef), etc."

© DR. ROBERT D. CRANE (Chairman, Center for Understanding Islam, and a convert to Sufi
Islam]:- "Today there are many alienated extremists who rely on their own resort to
violence in protest against perceived injustice, rather than relying on the jihads of
akbar, saghrir and kabir with the help of Allah and ecumenical cooperation in peacefully
building a better world. In effect, these extremists rely on and worship themselves. They
are exhibiting the most sericus crime condemned in the Qur'an, which is the root of almost
all the other crimes -- namely, arrogance. This leads them to commit the crime of hirabah
and to justify it in the name of Islam. There can be no greater evil and no greater sin.
If there is to be a clash of civilizations, a major cause will be the muharibun [a synonym
tor mufsidoon] those who commit inter-civilizational hirabah."

A Ticket to Hellfire, Not to Paradise

No matter how much time and money the Public Diplomacy pecople in the White House, the
Voice of America, the State Department and the Department of Defense spend in the effort
to "make America lock good in the Muslim World® and elgewhere abroad, we will be missing
the proverbial boat if we do not also focus egual attention on the need to make the
vmufsidoon Saddam® (Saddam's evildoers) and the "mufsidoon Osama® (Osama's evildoers) look
BAD in the eyes of authentic, Qur'anic Islam -- namely, like the sinful blasphemers
against the "peaceful, compassionate, merciful and just" Allah of the Qur'an who they
actually are.

Of course, this antidote to the Osaman Blasphemy is besat delivered in Islamic religious
words -- just like the seductive al Qaeda mantra is. As explained above, the latter
proposes to impressionable and religiously motivated young Muslims that they "Join the
Jihad, become mujaheddin and martyrs, enter into Paradise."

But imagine, please, how much more difficult it will be for al Qaeda and their ilk to
ingpire and to sustain the suicidal zealotry of young Muslims -- or the approval of any
truly devout "authentic" Muslims whatever -- once they begin to view themselves as
mufgidoon (evildoers) engaged in Hirabah (unholy war} and in tajdeef (blasphemy) against
Allah and, therefore, on their way to Jahannam (eternal Hellfire), instead.

As one can see from the growing number of distinguished scholars of Islamic and Middle
Eastern affairs who are proactively endorsing this initlative, it represents a new
vocabulary and the start of & new anti-terrorism mentality in the “moderate Muslim* '~
community.

At long last, these good paeople -- and the rest of us, too -- can begin using the correct
6
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semancic tools with which to draw a truly sharp distinction between the good-guy Muslims
and the satanic blasphemers who are attempting to transform authentic Islam into nothing
but a perpetual killing machine of all Christians, all Jews and .all Muslims who happen to

disagree.

That i{s what ungodly "Hirabah" (Unholy War, sinful crimes against humanity) is all about.

Jim Guirard -- TrueSpeak Institute - 703-768-0957 Justcauses@acl.com

Jim Guirard is a Washington, DC-area lawyer, writer and national security consultant. He
was longtime Chief-of-Staff to U.S. Senators Allen Ellender and Russell Long. His
TrueSpeak Institute is devoted to truth-in-language and truth-in-history in public

discourse.

______ End of Forwarded Message
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From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, QASD-PA

Sent: . Monday, May 16, 2005 9:50 AM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Cce: Stanley, Daniel, CIV, OSD-LA

- Subject: RE: surety issue

I think we are the same place we were last week -- pretty much a stand-off,

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, May 16, 2005 9:16 AM
To: Stanley, Daniei, CIV, OSD-LA
Cc Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: surety issue

i'm relatively sure (pun intended) i'll get a call today from jed babbin regarding the surety issue, is this something he
should pursue, dan? thanks, eri¢ '
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From: ®O |CIV OASD-PA
Sent:.  Monday, May 18, 2005 9:45 AM
To: (DO ICiv OASD-PA

Subject: Today's Spectator. How Saddam bought the Russians

Saddam's Bought Russians

Publlshed 5/16/2005 12:16:42 AM

Russia's stubborn pro-Saddam stance in the UN Security Council brought Viadimir Putin's |
party and political machine enormous financial rewards in the form of bribe money coming
from the UN Oll for Food Program, according to two detailed reports being released today -
by the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations (PSl). Those bribes have fueled
Putin's drive to restore authoritarian government in Russia. It is more than just corruption.
Senate investigators say Saddam's penetration of the Russian political system was so deep
that it could -- and did - cause the passage of pro-Iragi measures in the Russian Duma.

Senators Norm Coleman (R-MN) and Cari Levin {D-MI) sent their investigators to Irag
where they interviewed 16 former top officials of Saddam's regime. The staffers and their
Senate bosses have been digging through thousands of documents in Iraq and here,
including the corporate records of Texas oil trader Bayoil. And they have struck

- investigative gold.

From the speed with which the Senate investigators hit paydirt, it's easy to see why the
Volcker team hasn't even attempted to chase the leads that were staring them in the face. If
Volcker's crew had been serious, they could have pursued the big smell emanating from the
Russian side of the oil transactions Saddam had been making. The Senate investigators
detected the strong odor of rotting fish when they reached the obvious conclusion that
Russia -- an oi! exporter -- had somehow been the recipient of about 30% of the oil
allocations (i.e., oil contracts awarded) under the Oil for Food scam without a drop of the
OFF Program oil being delivered to Russia. The Senate investigation to date has concluded
that one of the Russian government's most capable "fixers” — one Viadimir Zhirinovsky —
was only the most visibly corrupted Russian official. Digging a bit deeper, the PSI folks
found that the Russian Presidential Council, Putin's-Unity Party (latterly named the "United
Russia Party"), the Congress Party and Russia's minister of foreign affairs all received
massive oil allocations from the UN program.

Cut back to the Iraqi side of the ledger. According to the PSI reports, the large cil
transactions were doled out {o those doing Saddam'’s bidding and those he wanted to
seduce. Saddam approved many of the transactions personally, while others were
approved by his chief henchmen including his veep, Taha Yasin Ramadan, and Foreign
Minister Tariq Aziz. According to the PSI reports, Ramadan said that the oil allocations -
which could be sold for large commissions — often resulted in profits for the recipients and
were intended as "compensation for support” in the UN Security Council. (Tarig Aziz told
the PSI that Putin's party received a large number of oil allocations because Russia was
taking positions in the Security Council that favored Iraq. Those positions pressured the

4/4/2008
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Security Council to end the sanctions ragime without forcing the completlon of the WMD
inspections.)

When Saddam got a bit greedier the allocations also resulted in “surcharges” paid back to
Saddam's regime. These "surcharges” (in the Bronx, we called them “"kickbacks") of up to
30 cents per barrel were paid into special bank accounts that were under the contro! of
Saddam'’s regime and were used to fund terrorism, weapons purchases, and pretty much
everything else Saddam was forbidden under the 1991 cease-fire agreements that granted
him a reprieve he didn't deserve. (PS! plans more reports on how the funds were used to
pay for terrorism and arms purchases.) :

TO BE FAIR TO PUTIN, it's likely that the oil allocations to ensure his loyalty to Saddam
only began after he began, in the summer of 2000, to pressure the UN for an end to the
sanctions against Saddam. But once Putin and his cronies began receiving this
"compensation for support,” they were loath to see it end. And they put their pay to good
use. The Russian Presidential Council the PSI report names is, according to Senate
investigators, the mechanism Putin has used to consolidate power over local governments
in his drive to return Russia to autocracy. (PS| says that the RPC has been referred to by
other names by other sources. It is apparently the Presidential State Council established by
Putin about a year after he was elected in 1999.) Funded by Iraqi bribe money, Putin has
used the Council to bring pressure on regional officials to surrender power to the Kremlin.
This is part and parcel of Putin's anti-democracy campaign that saw ballot alterations and
pressure on media in the 2003 Duma election, increased Putin's control of the judiciary, and
may yet end the direct election of regional governments.

The RPC apparently began receiving oil allocations at the behest of Aleksandr Stalevitch
Voloshin, who is credited with a large role in Putin's rise to power. Voloshin ran Putin's first
presidential campaign, helped create the "Unity Party” and - as the PSI report says -- has
been described as “a guide for those who needed things ‘fixed' at the Kremlin." According to
one source PSi guotes, "the Putin-Voloshin link is the strongest link in the [Russian] political
game." Voloshin, himself a recipient of il allocations, sent a friend, Sergei Isaakov, to Irag
to sign many of the oil allocation contracts for the Russian Presidential Council.

According to the PSI report on the Russian Presidential Councit, the RPC received oil
allocations amounting to 90 million barrels. These allocations were passed through Russian
government intermediaries (strawman companies appointed and apparently controlled by
the RPC) and sold through the Texas oil trader Bayoil. Bayoil, in turn, paid commissions to
the Russian government middlemen which amounted to millions of dollars. In just the period
of August through October 2000, Bayoil paid $1.9 million to two named strawman
companies, "Haverhil" and “Rusnaftaimpex" an oil allocations to the Russian Presidential
Council. On one allocation contract, PSI estimates the payments to RPC -- aside from what
was paid to the strawmen -- amounted to about $850,000. Multiplied over the 80 million
barrels, the profits to Putin's political machine could easily amount to tens of millions of
dollars.

The Senate PSI will hold hearings on these reports tomorrow, and more and more details of

how Saddam's bought Russians served him in the UN will come out. PSI's investigation wilt
continue and -- because Coleman and Levin won't let this go — will penetrate deeper and

- 4/4/2008
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deeper into the swamp of Oil for Food. And while they do, the UN remains adamant in its
coverup of the scandal. It's still business as usual in Turtle Bay, Even on the most important

issue we face today.

WHILE OIL FOR FOOD GRARBS the headlines, the Iran nuclear problem festers. The EU-3
are about to be forced to admit the utter demolition of their diplomacy by the Iranian .
mullahs. The negotlatlons have come to naught, and the Iranians are threatening to resume
the enrichment of uranium (which they probably never stopped) if the Eunuchs don't cave
in. Thankfully, Britain is on the brink of agreeing with us to demand that iran be brought
before the UN Security Council for sanctions. British realism, albeit a litile late, is welcome.
But shall we trust the UN with the most urgent threat to our security, knowing the Security
Council's members are for sale?

Some say Iran will be able to manufacture nuclear warheads in six months. Others say two
years. In short, we have no damned idea when the mullahs will be armed with nukes, but
we do know that a nuclear Iranis a risk the civilized world can't take. We know the only
thing the UN will do is debate and delay. It is incapable of decision or action. There will be
demands for inspections, and arguments about how they shall be done. Iran will go back
and forth, cooperating and refusing, standing on its "rights” as a sovereign nation, a UN
member in good standing. The debate will end when Iran announces its nuclear arsenal.
Why should the UN debate further, mon ami? The game, she is over, yes?

TAS contributing editor Jed Babbin is the author of Inside the Asylum: Why the UN
and Old Europe Are Worse Than You Think (Regnery, 2004).

b)(6)

ﬁb)(S) y
Researcher
Department of Defense

05D Writers Group, Room®®

Telephone: (b)(2) [
. [Fax: )2)
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From: JedBabbing®® |

Sent;  Monday, May 16, 2005 B:43 AM

To: tmeinerney {)(©) bautvallehd®® nashet@ b)( ) Glenstraeﬂ@(b)(s)
BURM41516(b)(6) b)(6) WSSinter@p)(s) | roberthscales@

Subject; Today's Spectator: How Saddam bought the Russians

More on the UN oil-for-food-for-bribes-for-weapons scam. Dynamite stuff from Sen. Coleman's PSI.

Best, Jed.
The American Spectator
Jed Babbin
b)(6) (home office)
home fax)
mobile)
4/4/2008
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From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2005 7:46 PM :
To: AFIS-HQIPIA‘. Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES,

OASD-PA; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: Re: Intial media reaction to today's BRAC announcment

Nice work, per usual,bxs) Thanks.

----- rigin Mes e-----
From: [0)6) AFIS-HQ/PIA Fb)(s)

|

l Whitman,

To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry.diritadb)(®) -
ORSD-PA <Bryan.Whitmandb)(®) Barber, Alligon, CIV, OASD-PA <allison.barber
_cb)(G)

_ Rutf, Eric, CIV, OASD-PA <eric.ruffg
Sent: Fri May 13 16:56:15 2005
Subject: Intial media reaction to today's BRAC announcment

fb)(e) | '

The attachment includes an examination of media coverage from the top 10 news outlets by
circulation and national televigion broadcast stations following the BRAC announcement.
Early online coverage consisted primarily of a reprinted AP story announcing the number of
closures and cost savings. Later updates included more original commentary and reaction
from state officials and legislators. National televiasion had similar coverage and

included commentary by military analysts.
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(b)(6)
From: P&  Jaris-HapAP® ]
Sent: Friday, May 13,2005 4:56 PM -
To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Barber, Allison, CIV,
OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: Intial media reaction to today's BRAC annhouncment

Attachments: BRAC Post Briefing- Media Reaction - 051305.doc .

The attachment includes an examination of media coverage from the top 10 news outlets by circulation
and national television broadcast stations following the BRAC announcement. - Early online coverage
consisted primarily of a reprinted AP story announcing the number of closures and cost savings. Later
updates included more original commentary and reaction from state officials and leglslators National
television had similar coverage and included commentary by military analysts.

4/4/2008
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BRAC Base Realignment and Closure 2005

BRAC - POST P NCE ANNOUNCEMEN
MEDIA REACTION
FRIDAY 13, 2005

The following includes an examination of media coverage from the top 10 news outlets.
by circulation and national television broadcast stations following the BRAC
announcement, Early online coverage consisted primartly of a reprinted AP story
announcing the number of closures and cost savings. Later updates included more
original commentary and reaction from state officials and legislators. National television
had similar coverage and included commentary by military analysts.

ONLINE HIGHLIGHTS

Immediate coverage of the announcement:
> The NYT, WP, USA Today, NY Daily News and WSJ reprinted an AP story,
without addmg original reporting. :
» Denver Post, Houston Chronicle tailored the AP piece for a local slant
> The L.A. Times, Chicago Tribune and Atlanta Journal-Constitution ran original
stories.

Updated stories included;- .
» A WP piece on the proposal to shut down Walier Reed
» ANYT piece by Eric Schmitt and David Stout on “intense reaction” across the
country to the announcement. :

Commentary included:
> Reprinted AP stories highlighted overall cost savings, a “massive shift of US
forces,” employment numbers in affected communities, and part of a written
statement by the Secretary: “Our curtent arrangements, designed for the Cold
War, must give way to the new demands of the war agamst extremism and other
evolving 21st Century challenges.” : .
o Also included several quotes from state leglslators who were d:sappomtod
in their state's closings. Forexample, New Jersey's Fort Monmouth was
on the list, to which Democratic Rep. Rush Holt vowed to: "Fight like hell
to change it” and “the Pentagon's error.”
> “Atlanta was a major loser...” but the rest of GA fared well and the state will gain
jobs. '
> The news that Illinois will lose jobs due to closures, but such major installations
as Scott Air Force Base will stay open was greeted with “loud applause.”
> That CO has no closures and will gain jobs was called good news for the state by
Wayne Allard, R- Colo
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>

"California has done very well in this round" of closures, Rep. Duncan Hunter (R-
Alpine), the chairman of the House Armed Services Committee said today

Messages and quotes:

>

YV VYV VYV V¥

The aim to “promote jointness” — “The Pentagon also proposed eliminating scores
of Reserve and National Guard bases, part of Rumsfeld's effort 10 promote
“jointness" between the active-duty and reserve units.” (NY Daily News, via an
AP article), . : :

The updated NYT piece on immediate reaction to the closures:

o Quoted Loren Thompson of the Lexington Institute: “savings are
generated more by reorganization than closures”

o Quoted Gen. Richard Myers: "The degree with which the services
coordinate, integrate and operate together will be increased, and it will
include how we manage some of our bases and posts."”

o The Secretary “sought to ease fears” about unemployment caused by
closed bases. '

TELEVISION HIGHLIGHTS

“Bottom Line — the DoD needs the money. They want to make better use of tax
payers money” - (CNN) ' o

People in congress are saying “the battle starts today” — (Headline News)
“There is life after closure but it is difficult” — Audience interview (Fox News
Dayside with Linda Vester) '

We are going to fight this decision and we have plenty of ways to fight it -
(MSNBC - Rep. Rob Simmons)

Emphasis on which bases have.had job gains (rather than losses) — (Fox News)

'BRAC sets-up a national competition between communities. . .that is what this

process is about — (Fox News Dayside with Linda Vester)

» Historically, less than 10% of bases were able to get off the list - (Fox News

Dayside with Linda Vester)

¥ Analyst: General Montgomery Meigs comments:

NY TIMES

o Efficiency is the core principle of this BRAC closure

Enhancement of “‘joint consolidation”

More open minded military culiure

Biggest challenges: communities that lose jobs

BRAC is probably a combination of the transformation initiative and the
wars overseas : '

0000
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ONLINE EXCERPTS

THE ATLANTA JOURNAL CONSTITUTION

ORIGINAL: Four Georgia bases on closure list
Ron Martz, Bob Kemper

9:24 AM

After surviving four previous rounds of base closmgs unscathed, metro Atlanta took a.
major hit on Friday in the latest announcement of facilities the Pentagon wants to shut
down.

The Pentagon announced it plans to close three bases in the Atlanta area — Fort

McPherson in southwest Atlanta, Fort Gillem in Forest Park and the Naval Air Station in -

Marietta. That will mean a loss of nearly 6,500 military and ClVlllan jobs and about $560
million in annual payroll

While Atlanta was a major loser, the rest of Georgia fared well and the state will actually
gain about 7,500 military and civilian positions...

State officials had no immediate word on the list but Gov. Sonny Perdue was holding a
news conference and will visit cach of the targeted facilities later today.

“We're disappointed. We think the community action group did a great job. ... We're
prepared to challenge the recommendation,” said Fred Bryant, deputy director, Georgia

Military Affairs Coordinating Committee. “We don’t know yet what were the key factors
in the decision.”

THE CHICAGO TRIBUNE

ORIGINAL: Illinois takes job hit but escapes major base closures

Rebecca Carroll, AP

-8:56 AMCDT

Iinois would lose nearly 2,700 military and civilian jobs under base closures
recommended Friday by Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, but the state's major
military installations would remain open.

Scott Air Force Base, located about 20 miles east of St. Louis, near Bellevilie, emerged
as the big winner, gaining 797 military and civilian jobs. Great Lakes Naval Training
Center in North Chicago is slated to lose 2,022 jobs... '

The announcement that Scott would not close was greeted with loud applause and a
standing ovation at Mid America Airport in Mascoutah, 11l., where lllinois U.S. Sen. Dick
Durbin and Reps. Jerry Costello and John Shimkus held a news conference to announce
its fate.

DENVER POST

ORIGINAL: Colorado a Winner in Base Closure Plans
Mike Soraghan, Denver Post Staff Writer and The Associated Press
09:31:52 AM, updated at 11:00 AM
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...Not only was Colorado spared any base closures, the state stands to gain nearly 5,000
military jobs...Members of Colorado's congressional delegation expressed pleasurc over
the plan's impact on the state.

"I think it's good news for Colorado and it's great news for the Colorado Springs area,”

said U.S. Scn. Wayne Allard, R-Colo., who served on the Senate Armed Services
Commxttee until recently.

HOUSTON CHRONICLE

UPDATED: 180 U.S. military hases targeted for closure by Pentagon

AP - 10:08AM, updated at 10:39

... The 147th Fighter Wing of the Air National Guard will remain at Houston's Ellington
Field under the plan. Sen. Kay Bailey Hutchison said the wing's mission will be shifting
from national defense to homeland security.

LA TIMES

ORIGINAL: California Largely Spared in Latest Round of Base Closures
Tony Penry, Times Sta#f Writer

...The Los Angeles Air Force Base, the language faclllty at Monterey and major Navy
and Marine Corps bases in San Diego were spared in the Pentagon's list of bases
proposed for closure, which was unveiled this morning.

"California has done very well in this round" of closures, Rep. Duncan Hunter (R-

Alpine), the chaimman of the House Armed Services Commiittee said today...

California’s biggest job loss appears to be the Naval Surface Warfare Cemer in Corona, .

which employs 900 workers and is listed for closure...

Although the Pentagon's list is meant to be only the beginning of the process, 85% of
 bases targeted by the Pentagon in the past have been closed

NEW YORK DAILY NEWS

ORIGINAL: Pentagon Plans to Close 33 Malor Bases - AP
Liz Sidoti
~ 12:44 PMEDT

NEW YORK TIMES

ORIGINAL: Pentagon Proposal to Include Shuttmg 33 Major U.S. Bases - AP
11:01 AM

UPDATED: Pentagon Proposes Shutting 33 Major U.S. Bases and Other Cuts
Eric Schmitt and David Stout ~ 1:11 PM

The bases proposed for closing include some familiar names in military history: the
Navy's submarine base in New London, Conn., Fort McPherson in Georgia, Fort
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Monmouth in New Jersey and the Pascagoula Naval Station in Mississippi. Scores of

smaller installations would also be closed, and others would be consolidated. ..

While the list of recommended closings was smaller than expected, the reaction from

those affected was intense.

Senator Joseph I. Lieberman, Democrat of Comnecticut, called the recommendation to

. close the New London base, which would cost several thousands jobs, "irrational and
irresponsible.”
"Tt insults our history and endangers our future,” he told The Associated Press...
“The savings projected by this round seem to be generated more by reorganization than
outright closures," said Loren Thompson, a military analyst with the Lexington Institute,

. aconsulting firm. "At present, the military is very inefficiently located and organized.
Many facilities are sited in places that made sense a century ago but not now."
After more than two years of exhaustive study, this round of base closings is an integral
part of Mr. Rumsfeld's strategy to revamp the military into a leaner, more agile force.
"The degree with which the services coordinate, integrate and operate together will be
increased, and it will include how we manage some of our bases and posts,” Gen. Richard
B. Myers, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, said.
Mr. Rumsfeld sought to ease fears in many communities that closings could leave
thousands of local employees out of work. He cited examptes of closed bases that had
been converted into commercial airports and economic centers. And he pledged that the
Defense Department would provide retraining for workers and economic aid to help
offset the immediate economic impact in communities where bases close.

USA TODAY

UPDATED - Battle over Bases Begins: Pentagon proposes closing of 33 major bases
AP
Updated 12:30 PM

..One major closure Rumsfeld seeks is Ellswonh Air Force Base in South Dakota, home
to 29 B-1B bombers, half the nation's fleet of the aircraft, and the state's second largest
employer.
Republican freshman Sen. John Thune on Fnday called the Pentagon "flat wrong" about
Ellsworth, and he vowed to help lead the fight in the Senate to delay the entire round of
closures. "We will continue to keep Ellsworth open," Thune said...
Rumsfeld also recommended closing the Naval Station in Pascagoula, Miss., which
barely survived previous base closure rounds. The decision was a blow to Sen. Trent
Lott, R-Miss., who had fought the 1995 round of closures. At stake are 844 mnhtary jobs
and 112 civilian jobs...
New England took a major hit, and Connecticut suffered the biggest loss in terms of jobs
with the proposed closure of the U.S. Nava) Submarine Base in Groton, Conn. Shuttering
the installation would result in the loss of 7,096 military jobs and 952 civilian jobs.
Calling the recommendation "irrational and irresponsible," Sen. Joe Lieberman (D-
Conn.) said, "It insults our history and endangers our future."..,




- WALL STREET JOURNAL

- ORIGINAL: Pentagon to Propose Closure - AP .
UPDATED: Pentagon Proposes Closure Of About 180 ¥nstallations - AP

10:55 am.
Later updated with AP piece

WASHI.NGT‘ON POST

ORIGINAL: Pentagon Proposing to Shut 33 Major B_a_ses - AP
Liz Sidott
11:00 AM

UPDATED: Pentagon Proposes Shutting Walter Reed

William Branigin and Ann Scott Tyson

12:54 PM

The Pentagon today proposed eliminating about 180 military installations across the
country in a new round of base closures and realignments aimed at saving nearly $49
billion over 20 years. One major proposal calls for essentially moving Walter Reed Army
Medical Center from Washington, D.C., to a new state-of-the-art, jointly staffed facility
in suburban Maryland... .

Housing and some research facilities at the Waiter Reed site in Washmgton would stay -
open, but the facility as it exists today would practically be shut down, and it would lose
5,630 military, civilian and contractor jobs...

Among the Juckiest states on the list is Maryland whxch gams 9 293 jobs -- more than
any other state. The District loses 6,496 jobs under the proposal -- mainly from the loss of
Walter Reed -- while Virginia loses 1,574.

The hardest-hit states include Connectlcut which loses 8,586 jobs; Mamc, with a Joss of
6,938 jobs; and Alaska, which stands to lose 4,619. Overseas, a total of 13,503 jobs
would be cut in the closure or realignment of U.S. military installations in Germany,
South Korea and elsewhere. Many of those jobs would move to the United States.

TELEVISION EXCERPTS

MSNBC

5/13/2005 2:19:22 PM

Newscaster: Joining us to talk a little bit more about the strategic implications of woday's
announcement is MSNBC analyst Montgomery Meigs. Thank you so much for taking the
time today. Meigs: Good to be on the show. Newscaster: It's unusual when you think
about closures and the loss of jobs as something that might be helpful and might make a
unit or a situation better. But can you explain to us why this realignment will make the
military stronger? Meigs: Sure. There are three things that I see. First of all as general
efficiency, a lot of these face that's are being closed can be consolidated with other
functions. And can you get more things done for the equivalent DoD dollar. Efficiency
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that is the first principle. Secondly, there is some joint consolidation going on. So, for
instance, the third Army headquarters, which is now in Atlanta, is being moved to Shaw
Air Force Base where it wil} consolidate with the Air Force headquarters that also works
for U.S. central command. So that will make planning easier, coordination, etc. and
_enhance jointness. Finally within the Army, Chicf of the Staff of the Army is breaking
down some of the tribal bartiers. He’s consolidating the infantry and armor schools, a
number of the logistics schools. That way you'll get much more open minded culture in
the office corps of the army. Newscaster: Knowing Secretary Rumsfeld's vision of a
more compact Army, do you think this was something that, perhaps, was always in the
planning or is it aresult of fighting two wars? Meigs: Well, I think it's a combination.
For instance, foreman was up for election last time. This time they're going to close it and
move the headquarters a little further north in the state of Virginia. And there are some
things that have changed as a result of what we've seen in the last 10 years. Now the army
is going to have more brigades than it has in the past. You have to have a place to put
them. Some of that is deflected in the BRAC numbers. Newscaster: We talk about all
the positive things that will come out of this. What is the difficult thing? What is the
challenging thing? The not so great news today? Meigs: Well, you got to have some
comimunities that are going to lose jobs. That’s a painful transition process.

Fox News Channel
511372005 1:17:35 PM ‘
Interviews with Tom Markham (Association of Defense Communities) and Jim Saxton
(New Jersey, Congressmen)
Those that are losing will be trying to reverse the signatures of the Pentagon. That’s what
this process is about. Linda Vester: Tom, you have been through this. You know what
the fight is like when you try to save your base. How ofien is it a winning fight? Tom
Markham: Those hit during the first four rounds of closures said less than 10% of the
communities were able to get off the list. We don't know about this round but that was
the case in the last round. Linda: This is democracy in action, but, you know,
~ communities who are supportive of the military are being forced to compete with each
other to stay alive. Rep. Saxton: That's true. While, less than 10% of the bases may have
gotten off before this is not 2 mission impossible task to get a base off the list. I would
point out in 1989 and 1991 both those round of BRAC, Fort Dix was on the list and it got
~ off. In 1993 McGuire Air Force base was on the list and it got off. So, we've got a good
record of knowing how to do this in New Jersey, we'll spare no effort to try to make our
case, Linda: | want to bring 2 member of the audience. Turn out this fellow is a retired
Marine. [ would have thought you would say not to close the base. But instead, you said
no, close them down. Audience Member: 1’m assuming all the work that's being done
there can be done elsewhere. The reason they are closing them is they are obsolete or not
need. If they are not needed they should close. Linda: How well do the communities get
handled after the fact in terms of retraining and stuff like that? Tom Markham: There is
some retraining that goes on. However, the main challenge after these bases do close is
the economic recovery. As an example, in Denver we have been closed for 10 years, We
lost 700 jobs and $290 million a year spent on the local economy. Today we have 20,000
people living there, new houses, and a $4 billion economic impact. The message is that
there is life after closure but it's difficult. '




Headline News

5/13/2005 11:31:50 A

Newscaster: Tens of thousands of military and civilian personnel could lose their jobs.
Jamie Mcintyre joins us live from the Pentagon with details. Hi, Jaime. Mecintyre: Hi
Kathleen. It started as a major military operation this morning lone capitol hill as several-
inch-thick base closure recommendation report was delivered to capitol hill where
lawmakers are very interested to hear whether their particular bases are being closed or
scaled back or in some cases actually gaining, according to this Realignment plan
released by the pentagon. Lets look at some of the major closures. Thirty-three major
bases. Here are some of the top ones around the country. New England would lose the
submarine base at New London and also the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard targeted there.
The naval station in Mississippi is on the targeted list. Cannon air force base in Texas as
well as Ellsworth air force base where they have the b-2 bombers. The Pentagon plans to -
keep the planes, just move them to other facilities. In some cases some of the bases are
gaining in some personnel and responsibility. Again, twenty-nine of thirty-three major
closures, twenty-nine bases where they are going 10 have major reductions. Then another
forty-nine bases will be gaining either in personnel or missions under this Pentagon plan,
which now goes to the base closure commission over the next couple of months. That
begins its work on Monday when the Pentagon will formally present this plan and
Defense Secretary Rumsfeld will testify favor of it. One of the arguments they are going
to make is that this plan has been carefully worked out, the pieces are interdependent and
to change one base could affect the whole plan. The commission is going to have to look
at the whole thing in entirety whether it sends recommendation to the president and
ultimately to Capitol Hill. Newscaster: Is there thc possibility that the commission
could change its mind about some of these closures or is this really a done deal?
Mcintyre: well, in the past, the base closure commission has made some changes, but the
prospect for any particular base is going to be kind of tough. The pentagon has spent a
long time working up the rationale for each one of these. They say it is based on military
necessity. They say they need the savings that have come from the base closings. The
whole reason, there is an independent commission to do this is that if it were left up to
congress, no base would ever be closed because members of Congress would simply -
stall,

CNN I

5/13/2005 1:05:03 PM ,

Newscaster: There's a lot of people crying foul already Jamie. We've received so many
e-mails and viewers wanting to know, sort of asking the direct question, during a time of
""operation Iraqi freedom™" and other ongoing wars, why base closures? What’s the
strategy, militarily for safety here at home, homeland security and, of course, fighting
wars overseas? Jamie Mcintyre: it's a very simple answer is, they need the money. That
savings that I talked about, the Pentagon needs that money for better weapons, better
materials, to better use the forces. Right now they're spending a lot of money on facilities
they don't really need. They haven't been able to close them since 1995 because of the
politics and the very sensitive nature of these kinds of closings. Because in particular, in
1995, there were accusations of people playing politics with the list because of the
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presidential election, It made it almost impossible for the Congress to agree' to a round.

They want to get as much savings as they can to make better use of the taxpayers' money.

When it comes down to the base in your backyard people don't want to see that go.
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From; M) ’ OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2005 5:55 PM
To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA: Whitman, Bryan, SES, -
: OASD-PAfrb)(G) LCDR, JCS OCJCS\PA(R)E) | CDR, OSD-ATL; Merritt,
Roxie T. CGAPT, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PAIRI(E) CiV, OASD-PA; .
(b)(6) _lcIV OASD-PA;[b)E) | OASD-PA _
Subject: . transcript - BRAC military analyst calt

Attachments: 05-10-05 BRAC Grone, Hunzeker.doc

FYI for interested parties:

Attached is a transcript of the phone call to the military analysts and service groups this aftemoon with Mr. Grone and MG
Hunzeker. .

The transcript has only been proofed by me - | am sending it along 50 you can read what was said, ( havé the tape.

Note: please do not forward, distribute, efc. The call was on background; listeners were asked to identify the sources as a
senior Defense Department official.

C7E

05-10-05 BRAC
Grone, Hunzeker....

6)E)
BI7) '
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Miltary analysts, et al, call
10 May 2005

1430

Roo (OSD Public Affairs)

BRAC: Mr. Phil Grone, MG Ken Hunzeker
BACKGROUND -~ NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION

Mr. Lawrence: (in progtess) The undersecretary of defense for installations and
environment, Mr. Phil Grone, and MG Hunzeker, the vice director of the J-8 on the Joint
Staff. For those not familiar with the Pentagon alphabet soup that’s force structure,
resources and assessment.

For our purposes here on the call, this information is on background. Any information to
be quoted or referenced outside of this call should be referenced coming from a senior
defense department official. Again, the call is on background.

1 am going to go ahead and turn it over to Mr. Grone, who's going to open up with kind
of a brief averview, Again, this discussion is on the base realignment and closure process.
As the invitation stressed, there will be no specifics as to the recommendations discussed
at this meeting. This will lay out the process that’s brought us to where we are today,
leading to the impending release of the recommendations in the coming weeks.

So, Mr. Grone?

Mr. Grone: Thank you, Dallas. Good afternoon everybody, how are you today? I just
wanted to emphasize a couple of key points on both background and process. Many of
you are probably aware of some of it, and I know General Hunzeker will wish to make a
couple of points, and then frankly we’ll leave as much time for questions as we can,
because that’s certainly always thc most valuable point of these exercises. :

As you all are very much aware, the secretary will shortly present his recommendations
to the Independent Commission on Base Closure and Realignment, chaired by Secretary
Principi. And the secretary (Rumsfeld) take this process, and the senior leadership take
this process quite seriously. It's a matter of great importance to the department.

As you know, we've had four prior base realignment and closure rounds, and the result of
that has been the closure of 97 major installations in the United States; 55 major
realignments; and another 235 or so minor actions of one kind or another.

Based on the budget justification documents that (we?) provide to Congress, our net
savings for all of those actions through the implementation period — basically through
fiscal year 2001 — was about $18 billion, and annually recurring savings that accrue to the
department every year after that of about $7 billion. \




One of the key points about this round certainly, although savings are important and we'll
talk a little bit more about this later on, is that military value was as a matter of policy in
prior rounds and was mandated by statute for this round to be the highest consideration
for the secretary's judgment in terms of what to recommend to the independent
commission. '

But as we’ve approached this process pretty consistently over the last two and a half
years, we’ve had a handful of key imperatives that we’ve tried to guide ourselves by in
this process. One, of course, is to further transformation, and a key part of that to
rationalizc our infrastructure to our force structure and our mission (sets? Sense?) to
ensure have our footprint, our physical footprint where we can maximize capability and
military efficiency and effectiveness.

A second key imperative for the department has been to find ways to maximize joint
wtilization of our assets. And really what we’re trying to do here in many ways is look at
these assets -- these kcy military installations, not simply as the asset that belonged to the
Army, the Navy, the Air Force or the Marine Corps, but they are key national assets and
how can we best position them to support the mission and to support the joint warfighter?

Certainly a third element in this will speak to some degree of savings is certainly we're
very much interested in — as we are in al! of our programs — in converting waste to
warfighting. That's a bumper sticker, but really what we mean here is to the extent that
we have frankly resources that we are expending either in terms of dollars or in terms of
people from a force protection, for example, perspective; addressing or taking care of or
supporting assets that we no longer require — those are assets that are not being put on the
puinty end of the spear to support the warfighter. So that is an important part of
rationalizing our infrastructure.

The basic process is from a — after the 16" of May remains very much the same it was in
the past. It’s an independent commission, The president ultimately will approve or
disapprove the work of that commission in whole, but not in part. Congress has an
opportunity to reject those recommendations in whole, but not in part. The commission
can make some changes, The bar’s a little bit higher this time.

The commission has to find not only that the secretary deviated substantially from either
the force structure plan that we provided to Congress earlier this year, or our selection
criteria. But they can only add an installation as a closure candidate and then actually
vote to close it if seven of the nine commissioners agree and at least two of them have
visited the installation.

But as we sort of have approached this process, you know, we have the joint process
we've established — the Service unique functions, and I}l largely call them the
operational functions, have been handled by the military Services and analyzed by them
separately in reporting those into the Icadership. And then our common business oriented
support functions have been handled by these Joint Cross Service Groups that we
established.




And I think that this is really quite a key point. A fundamental l¢sson that we learned
from prior rounds of base closure and realigrnument was that the joint process — the joint
cross service group process to be specific —in (19)95 didn’t yield much. So what the
secretary and the leadership determined was that we would have Joint Cross Service
Groups this time, but rather than have them narrowly constructed — in (19)95 we had a
group on depot maintenance, so instead of having a group on depot maintenance, we had
a group looking at the entire industrial activities of the department. Similarly for the
medical world — instead of looking merely at medical — military medical treatment
facilities, we’re looking at the entirety of the medical asset base, rather than just looking
at laboratories, Jooking at technical, as a business mission arca, as well as adding things
we have never done before, frankly, on a joint basis. Headquarters and support, our
supply and storage activities, our education and training, to look at them in a
comprehensive way., .

And those groups had real authority to make real recommendations to the leadership, and
as & result of that, we ended up with a process that resulted in not guaranteeing that every
answer would be joint, but in guaranteeing for the common support structure of the
department to support the warfighter, that these functions would get a joint look
throughout the process.

Mr. Lawrence: If I could just ask whoever has their phone ~ if you could just set your
phones on mute, we’re hearing that you can’t quite here Mr. Grone on the line. So if you
could all put your phones on mute, while he continues. And whoever’s outside, if you
could please put your phone on mute, that’d be great.

Mr. Grone: And so that’s the entirety of the list. (Laughter.) No, just kidding. But I hope
you can all capture that, because again, the real sort of point here was on the joint process
is that we have tried to put an enormous emphasis on the joint and the joint process in this
round. 1 know General Hunzeker has a couple points he’d like to make in that regard.

MG Hunzeker: Well, clearly, and I know you missed some of what Mr. Grone said so I’ll
reinforce a little bit of it, but as we looked across all the recommendations and the
process that we embarked on this year, military value was really the primary
consideration in assessing all the military bases.

And if you look at military value, I look at there basically being four pillars that 1 use to
describe that support this process. Mr. Grone talked through those. But as we saw it from
the Joint Cross Service Groups, and, you know, I worked with the vice chairman and the
members of the infrastructure steering group, which is the ISG, included the service vice
chiefs. So basically the same guys that are sitting at the (J-rock?) came over worked the
ISG, so they were very familiar with what the requirements going into for the future force
needed to be, so it really became a great sounding board for a lot of decisions that were
being made.
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But the four pillars, really — enabling transformation, which is critical. And we really

looked at doing that by accommodating the redeploying forces both for IDPBS (?) and

what’s taking place with OIF and OEF, for anticipating and resourcing surge capabilities,

because surge is a big issue coming up, and 1ookmg at that across operations training and
- logistics.

|

The second pillar is really enhancing combat effectiveness. And this is really examining ‘

and implementing opportunities for greater joint activity. In many cases this is

accomplished by collocating and combining things like training, technology, depot ‘

maintenance, and things along those lines. _ ’
|
|
|

The third pillar we looked at was clearly cost. It’s a huge issue. We looked at recurring
annual savings, and converted, and how they could be converted to warfighters’ resource
savings in the out years, or even in the near years.

And then finally, | think what was really great about this process, is that we tried to work
hard to ensure impartiality. It's a balance between what [ talked about as far as mxlxtary
value, transformation, jointness, and how you maximize combat effectiveness.

I will tell you that the BRAC DoD organization, and Mr. Grone talked about this earlier,
was key to success. They established — it was established early. 1t was clearly a unity of
effort and a common focus. And from the meetings | was at and we supported and
worked through, there was clearly an energy and a willingness to look at different ways
of doing things. And the Joint Cross Service Groups I think were the real basis for
success here. They allowed the Services to think out of the box, and take solutions that
they might not have derived on their own.

And finally, from the joint perspective, we represent the combatant commanders
involvement in this process; we went out and saw them on the road; we worked a reading
room where they were familiar with every scenario that was being worked. And they
were paramount to recommending - to making sure that we maximize combat -
effectiveness while preserving surge capability allowed us to continue to help protect the
homeland.

I think [ am ready for any qucsiions you may have, and 1 think Mr. Grone is, as well.

Mr. Lawrence: If folks when they ask their questions if they could state their name and
who they’re representing on the cal) that’d be great. With that, we’ll open it up to
" questions.

Question: This is (Col) Jeff McCausland working with CBS News. Great overview.
Quick question and (one other? Longer?) question, Quick question is 1 saw where Mr.

- Principi had commented about whether or not the governors have to be involved if you
decide to close, let’s say a National Guard’s by like an airfield adjacent to a major airport,
where there’s a lot of you, we got fighter wings and all that kind of stuff, “A,” can you




talk about that, and the longer question, can you talk about the coordination of this effort
with the global restationing plan?

Mr. Grone: To the first question, I’l] just reiterate what Mr. Wynne said in his letter to a
number of members of Congress is that this department will follow all applicable statutes
in developing options and recommendations to the leadership and ultimately for the
secretary to consider for forwarding to the independent commission, and 1 wouldn’t want
to characterize it beyond that,

Your second question — I want to be precise in the answer. Could you repeat for me,
- please? :

Col. McCausland: Yes, could you talk about this process, and how it was coordinated
with the global restationing plan, we (balance? Bounce?) out that effort with this effort.

Mr. Grone: Yes. We’ll there are a number of misperceptions that have been out there
with regard to some of the suggestions that have been made or characterization of the
Overseas Basing Commission’s work. And [ know a lot of folks have had both before and
subsequent to the release of their report questions aboul this,

One of the things bear mentioning is that the roots of the global posture review, the
integrated global presence and basing strategy that General Hunzeker referred to both
ways, has its roots in QDR one. And so we've been at this for some time. And subsequent
to QDR one, the secretary provided directions 1o the combatant commanders to begin to
develop options for the repositioning, resetting the force globally. And we began to work
on that process [n earnest.

Frankly, that process as it evolved, came together in a way and the decisions were
rendered in a way that made them available (o inform the BRAC process. And that’s
important, because to the extent that we were contemplating the return of forces from
abroad to the United States, the BRAC process gives us a key opportunity to look at all of
our installations and realign our mission sets in order to accommodate returning forces.
Yes, that’s true, but it gives us an opportunity to ask and answer the question where can
returning forces best be positioned? As opposed to the question we’d have to ask and
answer without BRAC which is largely where could we fit them?

And the timing of this, the length of time of consideration, the full involvement of the
combatant commanders, the State Department, our interagency partners, our
consultations with the Congress over the course of some period of time resulted ina
fairly comprehensive report to the Congress last year — last September, 1 believe - that
laid out our broad strategy for and decisions for how we would reposition the force
globally.

Now certainly a lot of that will ~ on the things that are overseas related will continue to
take the form of negotiations with interested parties and host governments, but those
pieces that involve the return of forces to the United States, particularly from Europe, are
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strongly supported by the combatant commander, General Jones, and certainly in many
ways he initiated a good deal of that. And we believe we’re well positioned to implement
this effectively, '

MG Hunzeker: And Jeff, just to pile on, two points that Mr. Grone made that are critical
here is that we had to build a program this fall that really supported what we wanted to do
from a positioning our forces from overseas, and so we had to basically set the table for
where BRAC could go. And in line with that, we worked with the Services to make sure
that they’d build a force structure — put a force structure plan that we've atready delivered
to Congress that laid out exactly what we thought force structure would look like in the
program review that we build simultaneously with the (? POM?)

Question: This is Ken Beaks from BENS (Business Executives for National Security).
Mr. Grone: Ken, how are you?

Mr. Beaks: Great, thanks, When we look at the list on Friday, because I know you don’t
want to say anything now about which ones are on there obviously, but when we look at
the imperatives of furthering transformation and maximizing jointness, should we be
looking for a significant number of active, operational joint bases or joint training bases?
Is that something that we should expect? And as a second part of that, the secretary’s
backed off on the 20 to 25 percent excess capacity number 10 a number that’s more like

- 10to 12 1 think he said the other day. But, we all know that some of the categories had a
lot more than that going in. So, should we expect to see more significant cuts in things
like depots and some of the labs and P&E facilities? Thanks.

Mr. Grone: Ken, to the first part of your question, I really wouldn’t want to characterize
what would be in the secretary’s recommendations before the secretary makes his
recommendations. And [ don’t think that would be prudent thing to do, even on
background.

But once he comes to a final determination and makes his recommendations to the
comumission, we can talk about that and fully explain it in more detail.

[ do want to spend a moment on this 20 to 25 percent excess capacity number because it
has its roots in two studies that Congress requested be done over the course of a six-year
period, first in 1998 and then in — for 2004, the latter part being part of the secretary’s
justification for additional round of — proceeding I should say with an additional round of
base closure.

Those were perimetric (sp) estimates, based on base-loading constructs, and they were
sort of comparative, relational ways of looking at number of people to a certain way of
looking at an asset in a very linear, almost arithmetic way. It was NOT a BRAC analysis;
it was not a military value analysis; it was simply a force-loading construct that if you

* had so many people at one point in time to so many acres, and those numbers changed
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over time, what’s the difference between the two? And assuming that you were optimally
organized in the first instance, do you have excess capacity or under capacity?

All those studies were able to show us was that a gross order of magnititude that we had
\ excess capacity throughout the departiment, in some cases over, in some cases under
: capacity, but in a lot of cases we had some excess capacity, and that only a true military
value oriented analysis would show us how to rationalize that infrastructure in a way that
made sense.

The secretary in his recent comments has commented on a couple of things in relation to
the effect on the analysis of returning forces from abroad, as well as the requirement
which would have been, again, a matter of policy but Congress included in the statute
that we have to accornmodate for reasonable expectation of surge. And so, when we sort
of do all of that, ] mean it was his judgment in locking at it that it wouldn't be 20 to 25
percent. And certainly one of the things about that number over time that got
misinterpreted was that that somehow got translated into that that means the secretary
believes that one in four bases should close. Capacity is not the same as a base. And so,
through this process we will have, I hope - pending the secretary’s decision, a robust,
transformational BRAC, that we will do some things that are very, very important for the
future of the armed forces and for the future of the department and for the future of the

" country.

" But ! wouldn't want to sort of characterize numbers or try to give weights, or try to
characterize what you should more ook for in the report. I think that would be a more
fruitful discussion frankly on Friday. ‘

MG Hunzeker: And as you look at the combat effectiveness across all the different
Services, 1 think the answer to your question also Ken is the collocation Mr. Grone’s
talking about, and the combining of training, technology, laboratories, depot '
maintenance, supply chain management operation, things along those lines, that’s where
the Joint Cross Service Groups really came in and made their impact. So basically, they
were empowered to go and look at different ways of doing it, either from a business .
practice or what made sense basically for example, how you might want to do something
in education and training. So they were able to look, you know, not only across the
department, but at each Service to see what made sense there. And I think when what
comes out on Friday that you’l! basically see - that will be the fruits of that product.

Question: David Rodriquez, the national commander of the American (G1?) Forum (?).
Basically what you’re saying, we’re setting up the military to be a brigade-sized unit, or
first strike, and limit our division size, so this way we can kind of down-size the Service,
and still be able to do the same kind of job. Is that what you’re saying?

MG Hunzeker: I think what you’re alluding to is basically where the Army is going with
modularization, And there are some discussions and decisions that take place not only in
the force structure for what the Army’s putting in thay will impact what could be
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submitted in 2 BRAC submission. But that is germane to where we’re headed but that’s
not really one of the things we’re looking at as far as the BRAC process.

Question: Don Sheppard, CNN. What provisions have you made in this list for the
homeland security mission? '

" Mr. Grone: Well the homeland defense mission of the department is covered — is

NY TIMES

govemed by the selection criteria and if I can pull the selection criteria up here it’s
specifically mentioned here in criterion two, where we have to consider the availability
and condition of land facilities and associated air space including, you know, the
(7inaudible) number of missions, but 10 also include the homeland defense missions of
the armed forces. So we have to take homeland defense into account, and we have.

Mr. Lawrence: Next question please. Are there any additional questions for the group?
Thank you very much. Just to reiterate, this was on background, any quotes to be used

should be quoted as senior defense department officials. And we look forward to talking
to you folks, in the near future.

(end)
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From! Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2005 9:43 AM
To: - Lawrence, Dallas, QASD-PA
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's conference call

yes, plan to attend the meeting., also, can i get the read-ahead? thanks.

----- Original Message-----

From: Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2005 8:34 AM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: Re: Tomorrow's conference call

Eric, I certainly hope so. 2As I mentioned to the cdr last night I thought he was up to
speed, But to make sure everyone if comfortable we will do a read ahead for the conf call
for grones folks. He will have it by 930. Should I be at the 11 I'm not currently on the

‘invite for those, seems like something I might want to stand in the back for in the event
this comes up.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message----- . §5ﬁ§f““1
From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric.Ruff

To: Lawrence, Dallas, ORSD-PA <Dallas.Lawrence%bXQ
Sent: Tue May 10 08:24:10 2005

Subject: RE: Tomorrow's conference call

dallas, how does this stand? there is an 11 a.m. brac meeting, the usual meeting led by
idr, and we'll need to know what has been discussed to that point. is phil going to be up
tc speed? thanks. .

----- Original Message-~---~

From: Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA

sent: 09, 2005 9:01 PM )

TO:EE)(G) CDR, OSD-ATL; CIV, OASD-PA

Cc: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD~PA; Ruff,

Bric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's conference call

¢dr,

Apologies, I'm a bit confused. I was asked to open this call to military analysts {(folks
usually in our camp) formers, think tankers (this group is a mixed batch) and vso and
msos. The format is as we discussed and as I discussed personally with mr grone last
week, brief opening remarks that sketch out the process to date (as referenced in the
email invite that was cleared by all parties on friday) and an update on where we are in
the process. We can have this on background if that makes everyone more. confortable.

Happy to do whatever folks are comfortable with.

..... o] ] 1 { Y-
rrom: [6)(©) Yook, osp-ary, 0O

To: [b)(6) CIV, OASD-PA Fb)(e) } Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA
_ : T . ’




<Dallas.Lawrenced)®)

" CC: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA <Allison.Barber'bx6) ; Whitwan, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

<Bryan.Whitmand®)® |

Sent: Mon May 09 19:48:07 2005
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's conference call

ballas,

What exactly is the plan/venue for this conference call?
Q&A seasion or do you expect Mr. Grone to open with remarks or something else?
not be shooting from the hip at this point.
icipate. Without the plan/venue Mr. Grone may not do

Wynne's staff to see if he will part
it... :

rRuff, Bric, SES,

ORSD-PR <Eric.RufE{b)(6)

Is this going to be a purely a
wWe should
- I need to know so that I can pass to Mr.

Looking at the line-up we have a couple of lobbyists and several on the record hostile

experts,

----- Origin MogGanae- - — - -

From: - CIV, OASD-PA
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2005 6:21 PM

To:  Whitman, Bryan, SES, OARSD-PFA; Ruff,
Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD-ATL; Thorp, Frank,

Ce: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD~PA; Lawrence,
Subject: Tomorrow's conference call
all -

I believe Mr. Grone will take issue with that with DiRita.

Eric, SES, OASD-pa; PO CDR, OSD-ATL;

CAPT, OCJCS/PA
Dallas, OASD-PA

bere is the list of those who have ravp'd to call in tomorrow. i expect there will be more

added as the time gets closer. as always,

Mr. Jed Babbin

Colonel Gordon Cucullu

Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer
Colonel Jeff McCausland,

Captain Chuck Nash

Major General Donald W. Shepperd
General Charley Wilhelm

(USA,

Ken Beaks (Bus .
Taite Bergen

Jin Noone

Susan Naill, Past National President
"Rick Weidman

Brigadier General (Ret.) Stephen Koper
Colonel (Ret) Paula Kougeas

Deirdre Parke Holleman, Esq.

Agsoc) '

{The

Don Peterson

Dan Marrs (AFA
Napoleon Byars (AFA
~Ken Goss (AFA
Bob Dudney (AFR

OSD Public Affairs

Community Relations and Public Liaison
The Pentagon

washington, D.C. 20301-1400

Fb)(G)

NY TIMES

this list is close hold. thanks. [(b)6)

(USAF, JAG)
Retired)

{USA, Retired)
{USA, Retired)
(USN, Retired)
{USAF, Retiredqd)
{USMC Retired)

Execs. for National Security}
{The Cohen Group)
washington Group)

(Blue Star Mothers of America.
(Vietnam Veterans of America)
{president, NGAUS)

{Legislative director, NGAUS)
{National Legislative Dir., Retired PEnlisted

In¢.)

(AFA Executive Director)
Deputy Executive Editor)-
Director of Policy and Communication)
Director of Government Relations)
Bditor in Chief for Air Force Magazine)
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From: oIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2005 8:44 PM

To: MY‘:JyCDR, OSD-ATL; Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA

Cc: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's conference call

Sir,

The format for these calls is generally brief remarks at the Gﬂ2) om the SMEs and then we

open it up for g&a. The venue will be allison barber's office

fenter thru (D))

I'm not sure who the concern is with, so am unable to address... Hope what I've provided

at least is helpful. Thanks, {b)(€) ]

..... i 13 /e ge---_-
From: ® | cpr, osp-atnO®

| Lawrence, Dallas, OASD- PA

CIV, OASD-PA [b)()
db)y6y |

OASD-PA <Eric.Ruff

«Dallas.Lawrencedb)(® TG
CC: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA <A11ison‘Barber Wwan. SES, OASD-PA
)(€)

<Bryan.Whitman{b)}) _ |; Ruff, Eric, SES,
Sent: Mon May 09 19:48:07 2005
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's conference call

bes) Dallas,

What exactly is the plan/venue for this conference call? 1Is this going to bhe a purely a

Q&A session or do you expect Mr. Grone to

open with remarks or something else? We should

not be shooting from the hip at this point. I need to know so that I can pass to Mr.
Wynne's staff to see if he will participate. Without the plan/venue Mr. Grone wmay not do

it...

Looking at the line-up we have a couple of lobbyists and several on the record hostile
experts. I believe Mr. Grone will take issue with that with DiRita.

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2005 6:21 PM

TG: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA;  Ruff,
Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD~ATL; Thorp, Frank,
fofoF Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA

Subject: Tomorrow's cenference call
all -

here is the list of those who have rsvp'd
added as the time gets closer. ag always,

¥r. Jed Babbin

 Colonel Gordon Cucullu’ (Ush,
Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer
Colonel Jeff McCausland,

Captain Chuck Nash

Major General Donald W. Shepperd

General Charley Wilhelm

Ken Beaks (Bus .

Taite Bergen
. Jim Noone

Susan Naill, Past National President

Eric, SES, OASD-PA:@(G) CDR, OSD-ATL;

CAPT, OCJCS/PA

to call in tomorrow. i expect there will be more
this list is close hold. thanks. tj

(USAF, JAG)
Retired)

(USA, Retired)
{USA, Retired)
{USN, Retired)
{USAF, Retired)
(USMC Retired)

Execs. for Natiocnal Security)
{The Cohen Group)

(The washington droup)

(Blue Star Mothers of America, Inc.)




Rick Weidman

(Vietnam Veterans of America)

Brigadier General (Ret.| Stephen Koper {President, NGAUS)

Colenel (Ret) Paula Kougeas
Deirdre Parke Holleman, Esq.
Assoc)

Don Peterson
Dan Marrs
Napoleon Byars
Ken Goss

Bob Dudney

Respectfully,
hy(6Y ]
OSD Public Affairs

{Legislative director, NGAUS)
(National Legislative Dir., Retired Enlisted

(AFA Executive Director)
{AFA Deputy Executive Editor)
(AFA Director of Policy and Communication}
(AFA Director of Government Relations)
(AFR Editor in Chief for Air Force Magazine)

ommupity Relations and Public Liaison
H The Pentagon

Washinatan. D.C., 20301-1400
b)(2)

<< OLE Object: Picture (Metafile) »>»
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Pape ) of |

From: [

ICIV OASD-PA

Sent:  Monday, May 09, 2005 9:.02 AM

.

civ 0ASD-PA

Subject: Today's Spectator (Babbin)

http://iwww.spectator.org/dsp article.asp?art id=8138

b)(6)

Fb)(s) ’ ‘

Researcher
Department of Defense

0SD Writers Group, Room®@

Telephone: )2

|

Fax: BYD [

Jed Babbin:

4/4/2008
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Page 1 of 1

)(6)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject: Today's Spectator

JedBabbin <

Monday, May 09, 2005 8:40 AM

tmcinermney paulvallel ( ﬁashct Glenstrae77@® |
BURM41516§b)(6) TI0) !b)(G) ﬂISSlnterrober!hscales

I'm Volckering along nicely, thank you. How's by you?

The American Spectator

Jed Babbin
b)(6) ' (home office)
(home fax)
(mobile)
41412008
NY TIMES 4243
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From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA

Sent: Sunday, May 08, 2005 2:20 PM
To: Henry, Ryan, HON, OSD-POLICY
Subject:. Re: Reponse to the OBC Report

Tnx. By friday, it'll be all brac but there may be some cleanup on obc.

We have a regular brac rollout steering group that met and discussed this subkect frlday
We'll be regrouping sometime monday if you can be there. Tnx

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message----- B)(®)
From: Henry, Ryan, HON, OSD-POLICY <Ryam.}<1en:ry‘E |

To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry.diritafb)(6)-
Sent: Sun May 08 14:16:59 2005.

Subject: Re: Reponse toc the 0BC Report

Larry -~

All week, except Friday. But if there's something critical to do I'll change my Friday
speaking engagement on 'in LA.

Regards -- Ryan
(from my Blackberry gizmo)

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

-----Original Message-----

From: Di Rita, Larxry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry. dinta

To: Henry, Rya D-POLICY <Ryan.Henryqb)®)  |; whitma

<Bryan. thtmanib)(s) Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric. Ruff{ﬁ)(s) FE)(G)
OSD-POLICY (b)(6) 3

€C: Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD-ATL <Philip.Grone4( )6) 'Ray . DuBois@bX6)

<Ray .DuboidBl®) ] P® |

Sent: Sun May 08 14:14:38 2005 .

Subject: Re: Reponse to the OBC Report

Ryan--we're at the point where we probably will need dod officials, on the record. We're
considering next steps. Are you in this week?

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message-----

From: Henry,. Ryan, HON, OSD-POLICY <Ryan. Henxy

To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA <Bryan.Whitman[DX® | Ruff, Eri 36 As(]g)-(g)A
uff{b)(G) } Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-DPA <larr dirita b

CIV, OSD-PBOLICY [b)(6) ] v )

CC: Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD-ATL <Philip.Gzomnedb)(s) 'Ray . DuBoisdb)(6) ' '

<Ray. Dubois®E® ] SN

Sent: Sun May 08 14:05:54 2005

Subject: Reponse to the OBC Report

Bryan -

If you're interested we're ready to support a backgrounder to.military analyst / talking
heads regarding OBC Report - BRAC nexus. You PAfolks know best, but I'm concerned about’

1
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.what how the weekend shows will play this next Sunday.

I noticed a few misrepresentation on this Sunday's shows regarding the CJCS's Risk
Assessment. : :

Regards -- Ryan
{from my Blackberry gizmo}

--------------------------

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

NY TIMES 4245




b)(€)

From: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Sent: ' Thursday, May 05, 2005 8:04 PM NG ‘
To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PAPD® | cIv, OSD; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Cc: DiRita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA .
Subject: RE: jed babbin/laura ingrahm :

Importance: : High

I'd prefer not to do this, purely from a time problem...
Frank
Frank Thorp

Captain, USN
Special Assistant for Public Affairs

o the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff

—--Qriginal Message----

Fromi: Whitman, 8ryan, SES, QASD-PA

Sent: Wegdnesday, May 04, 2005 5:29 PM

Yo CIV, OSD; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Cc Helmick, Frank, BG, OSD; Di Rita, Larry, CIv, QSD-0ASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCICS/PA
Subject; RE: jed babbin/taura ingrahm

I just got off the phone'wiTh him and gave him what T tould on Abu Faraj Al-Libi, He mentioned
that he would like to have Pace or Myers in the Friday show, so I will pass that request off to

Frank Thorp,

From: b)(6) Clv, 0Sp

Sent: Waednesday, May 04, 2005 5:16 PM

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Cc Helmick, Frank, BG, OSD; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: RE: jed babbin/laura ingrahm )

Eric, | just spoke with Jed and lold him PW would not be able to do the interview. He completely understood and said
he wouid be in touch in the future. -{b)(6) :

-—~--QOriginal Message—---

From: " Ruff, Erlc, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: 04, 2005 12:22 PM )

vo: (BY6®) |Clv, OSD; Helmick, Frank, BG, 0SD

Ce: Whitman, Bryan, SES, GASO-PA; Di Rita, Larry, AV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin/laura ingrahm

jed is guest hosting on laura's nationally syndicated radio program tomorrow and friday. can the dsd could do a live
interview with jed for 15 minutes tomorrow (he's out of town friday, right?). we can select any time between 10 and

noon, - subject is up to us — a conversation about the war, a look-back on the dsd's experience here, etc. wide open to
s’s. jed's contact info is can you please take this on and be in touch with jed, yea or nay.
anks. - :
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From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: ednesda ay 04, 2005 5:14 PM

To: CIv, OSD

Ce: Helmick, Frank, BG, OSD; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-QOASD-
PA . ’

Subject: RE: jed babbin/laura ingrahm

okay, thanks.

--=-Qriginal Message-~--~

From: b)(6) Qav, 0sp

Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2005 5:16 PM

To:
cc.

said he would be in touch in the future. -2

Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD~PA
Helmick, Frank, BG, OSD; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-QASD-PA

Subject: RE: jed babbinflaura Ingrahm

Eric, | just spoke with Jed and told him thﬂld not be able to do the interview. He completely undersiood and

-—-~Qriginal Message--—-

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: 04, 2005 12:22 PM

To: 0X® _lciv, 0sD; Helmick, Frank, BG, OSD

Ce: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin/laura ingrahm

jed is guest hosting on laura's nationally syndicated radio program tomorrow and friday. can the dsd could do a
five interview with jed for 15 minutes tomorrow (he's out of town friday, right?). we can select any time between 10

and noon. subject is up to us — a conversation about the war, a look-back on the dsd's experience here, efc. wide
open to us. jed's contact info i can you please take this on and be in touch with jed, yea
or nay. thanks.
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From:- Helmick, Frank, BG, OSD
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2005 2:45 PM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;()E) |CIV, OSD NG
Ce: . Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-DASD-PA; [P)®)
CIv, Osb
Subject: . RE: jed babbintiaura ingrahm
Thoughts? ’ .
- stand by for scheduling change.
FRANK HELMICK
BG USA

SENIOR MILITARY ASSISTANT TO THE
DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

---—Original Message-—--

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, QASD-PA

Sent; Wednesday, May 04, 2005 12:22 PM

Ta: cxv, OSD; Helmick, Frank, BG, 0SD

Ce: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, QV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin/laura ingrahm ]

jed is guest hosting on laura's natlonally syndicated radio program fomorrow and friday. can the dsd could do a live
interview with jed for 15 minutes tomorrow (he's out of town friday, right?). we can select any time between 10 and

noo. ubject is up 10 us ~ a conuarsation ahayt the war, a look-back on the dsd's experience here, etc. wide open to
us. “jed‘s contactirfo is®® [ can you please take this on and be in touch with jed, yea or nay.
thanks. _
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From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, CASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2005 12;55 PM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Cc: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: RE: jed babbin

We are gathering info now.

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, QASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2005 12:25 PM
Ta: ‘ Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Cc: Di Rita, Larry, C1V, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin

as you may infer from my earlier email, jed has called, he'd like to talk w/someone about the capture of the #3 guy in al
queda on friday -- what it means, et¢. -- while he is guest hosting the laura ingrahm show. jed says he'll talk with the
person apylime between 9 and noon. can your shop please work this? please have whomever you tag cc me so i know
what the status of this is.” i'm out of the middle but want to be kept apprised, which 'm sure you can appreciate. thanks,
eric
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From: McGraw, Richard, CIV, OSD

Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2005 4:45 PM

To: DiRita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA; DuBois, Ray, Mr, OSD-ODA&M: Geren, Pete, CIV, OSD;
Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD-ATL; Guzowski, Joseph F SES OCLL; OASD-PA:

McGraw, Richard, CIV, OSD; Roggero Frederick Brig Gen SAF/PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-
PA; Stanley, Daniel, CIV, OSD-LA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES,

QASD-PA; Chafin, Claude, Mr, OSD; DeFrank James Col SAF/PA
Ce: Butler, Paul, CIV, OSD; Potachney, Peter, Mr, OSD-ATLLCD OSD:
, LCDR; Chafi Mr, OSD; Chafin_Claude OSD-LADE) |
b)E Lt Col, OSD;(b)E) ol SA P 08D (b))
b)(6) CPA (D)®) SD; (b)6) B)(®) |
' Lt Col, OSD;[b)(6) Lt Col SAF/PAR
Subject: Steering Group Meeting Today, 5/3 (FOU®)
Attachments: Roll out timeline for May 12 and 13.doc
—FOR-OFFICHALUSE-ONLY—

Notes/Tasks from Steering Group meeting 5/3

1. Revise timeline to reflect possibie SECDEF/QOCJCS top line BRAC press brief on 5/12 with details to be in Wynne,
Service Secretaries and Service Chiefs press briefon  5/13 and to refiect nofification to Congress and base
commanders on morning of 5/13--McGraw (suggestion attached)
2. Scheduie regional editorial boards via telephone conference call this week--Whitman
3. Prepare dummy state-by-state 1-page document that can be emailed along with press release to state Congressional
Delegations--McGraw/Grone
4. Arrange for distribution of email to Members of Congress--Staniey
5. Finalize Hill defivery plan mechanics—Stanley
6. Schedule editorial boards the week after the announcement--Whitman .
7. Schedule Roundtable discussions/Seminars with Think Tanks, Miltary Analysts, MSOs, VSOs
" 8. Scheduile Hill briefs for Members and Staff--two for each side of the Congress--week of 5/9--Staniey
9. Revise master matrix to reflect schedule changes--McGraw
10. Reconsider Town Hall meeting--scope and participants--OASD/PA

Items for consideration for the next meeting, Thursday, May 5, 1230 in room 3E856:
1. SECDEF and CJCS lunches with formers of each

2. Town Hall meeting--scope and participants

3. Phone Call Lists

4. Notification of TAGs and Governors

Dick McGraw

R0l out timeline for
May 12 a...

This may contain information exempt from mandatory disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
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TSV

ROLLOUT
MAJOR ACTIVITIES
Prior to 5/13 .

Roundtable Presentations and/or Discussions focusing on Rationale, Goals and Process

Pentagon Press Corps
Editorial Boards
Congressional Staff
Military Analysts
Veterans Support Organizations
Military Support Organizations
Intergovernmental Affairs Group
Pentagon Channel Interview with SECDEF and CJCS

- SECDEF/CJCS Press Brief

After 5/13

Community Outreach—speeches (NAID, e.g.)
Editorial Boards

Town Hall Meeting

Follow-up interviews



SHWIL AN

(A% A 4

DRAFT

Timeline for May 12 and 13

, May 12 ‘
SECDEF CJCS Service Service Wynne/duBois/Grone Staff/Services
' ' Secretaries Chiefs
1130 | Pre Brief for Press Pre Brief for ' Pre Brief for SECDEF and
Brief Press Brief CJCS Press Brief
1200 | Press Brief Press Brief
' May 13
0900 Email to Members of
Congress and drop
hard copy on the Hill
and to Governors. Set
up briefing room for
- expanded briefing.
1000 Pre Brief | Pre Brief | Pre Brief for Press . | Email to Services and
' for Press for Press Brief Bases (same email that
_ Brief Brief goes to MOC)
1030- | Phone Calls Phone  Press Brief | Press Brief | Press Brief
1130 : - Calls
1200 | Lunch with Lunch with | Phone Phone
: former SECDEFs | former Calls Calls
- 1 CJCSs
1300 ' Telephone conference
roundtable with
| MSQs, VSOs,
1400 Bdebistme conference
roundtable with
MSOs, VSOs,

Analysts,




b)(€)

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, May 02 2005 3:51 PM

To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA: McGraw, Richard, CIV, OSD: Staniey, Daniel, CIV, OSD-
LA; Geren, Pete, CIV, OSD

Subject: Re: Roll out (FOUS)-

I'm trying to be sympathetic but am not there yet. If people don't know how the process
wags feveloped and what the context is, the reasons for our decisions and the heavy
involvement /coordination btw military and civilians will never get heard. Thanks.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wirelegs Handheld

————— Original Message----- 5Y®)

From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry. dirita

To: MeGraw d, CIV, OSD <Richard.McGrawibY&l ] Ruff, Erig, SES, OASD-PA
Eg)(s)

<Eric. Ruffb)(s) (Sﬁnlm_n_annl_ﬂw OSD-LA <Daniel.Stanley Geren, Pete,
CIV, OSD <Pete.Geren{b)(®)

Sent: Mon May 02 15:45:34 2005
Subject: RE: Roll out TFOUSH-

We'll have to discuss it. 1It's not a very helpful position, and I understand his concern
(I think). v

Anyway, we can discuss it at this IEC today I suppose? At least at the Secretary's next
BRAC meeting.

----- Original Message-----
From: McGraw, Richard, CIV, 0QsSD
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2005 3:43 PM
To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PR; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Stanley, Daniel, (CIV,
OSD-LA; Geren, Pete, CIV, OSD '
Subject: Roll out -troucT

—EOR—-OFEEET A S — LY
Wynne has said he will not participate in any roundtablee before the rollout on 5/13 and
he has said he does not want Grone to do so either. We had planned on roundtables with
Hill Members, Pentagon Press Corps, Military Analysts, Think Tanks, Mll;tary Service
Organizations and Veterans Service Organizations.
We either kill them or use someone else {duBois, Potochney). How do you want to handle?
Dick

This may contain information exempt from mandatory disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA).

NY TIMES 4253



b)(6)

From: o) |CIv 0ASD-PA
Sent: . Monday, May 02, 2005 8:11 AM

To: (BIG) CIV OASD-PA
Subject: Jed Babbin (American Spectator)

The American Spectator

Pooty-Poot's Middle East
By Jed Babbin
Published 5/2/2005 12:08: 45 AM

In what will certainly be her last masterwork, the 2002 Statecraft, Margaret Thatcher
insists the West can help Russia become "a real free-enterprise economy based on
sound money, low taxes, limited government and above all a rule of law." Thatcher
says that, "above all, perhaps, we have to be patient." Which is good counsel
regarding Russian internal change. But -- in its external affairs -- Viadimir Putin's
Russia is in a hurry. It is working fast and hard to undermine everything we are trying
to do to reshape the Middle East. We can have no patience with Putin's efforts to
thwart what we must do.

The most painful moment in the President's news conference last Thursday night
‘wasn't when the networks cut him off to chase the May ratings sweeps. It came much
earlier when he was describing his relationship with Putin. The President said, "l had a
long talk with Vladimir there in Slovakia about democracy and about the importance of
democracy. And as you remember at the press conference...he stood up and said he
strongly supports democracy. | take him for his word." For a man who supports
democracy, far less strongly, the former KGB capo has a funny way of demonstrating
it.

One night about two years ago an Israeli alarm clock -- in the form of a pair of F-16s
that snapped a sonic boom over his house at about 0300 -- woke Syrian President
Bashar Assad with sufficient suddenness to justify a change in bed linens. That wake-
up call threw enough fear into him to slow his terrorist surrogates' operations against
israel for a short while. Since then, Assad has come to feel protected. First, by
President Bush who — declining to take action against Syrian support for the Iraq
insurgency -- has effectively granted the insurgents a sanctuary in Syria. Second by
Putin who is helpmg Assad help the terrorlsts

Having placated the U.N. by withdrawing about 14,000 Syrian troops from Lebanon,
and leaving their intelligence structure behind to continue supporting Hezbollah and
their ilk, Putin is selling Syria Igla-8 shoulder-fired anti-aircraft missiles to deter Israeli
or American air attacks. Mr: Bush's reaction was all too tepid. We're protesting the sale
of the vehicle-mounted Iglas, not the man-portable ones. The man-portable version is

1
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less capable, but not much. And these missiles are a danger to us as well as the
Israelis.

The Pentagon knows where at least some of the terrorist camps in Syria are, from
which the insurgents in Iraq are operating. The new Iragi government hasn't yet given
us permission to operate from Iraq against these camps. As tolerant as we are of the
iraqis' struggle to organize their new government, we can no longer allow their
indecision to protect the Syrian sanctuary the terrorists now enjoy. If we can't launch
our special ops people against these camps from Irag, we can hit them from the air
with cruise missiles and manned aircraft. The Russian sale of the Igla-8 to Syria puts
American lives at risk. This missile, relatively new, is capable of penetrating most of
the defenses our aircraft have against heat-seeking missiles such as these. There is
no other way to put it: Russian sale of these missiles to Syria is meant to deter
American and Israeli air strikes.

At the same time Putin is defending democracy by arming Syria, he is also doing
everything he can to support Iran's nuclear program. Russia, of course, was the
primary builder of the Iranian nuclear program and continues to be its principal
supplier. While the EU-3 (Britain, France and Germany) were trying to negotiate Iran
out of its uranium enrichment program again last week, Putin offered to supply Iran
with nuclear fuel for its reactor and then callect the spent fuel so that lran couldn’t
further enrich it into weapons-grade uranium. Mr. Bush said he appreciated Putin's
gesture, and that Putin understands the dangers of an Iran with a nuciear weapon. He
does, indeed. And we would be absurdly naive to trust Putin to prevent the Iranians
from making fissionable material.

CAN ANYONE BELIEVE IT a coincidence that while Putin is allying Russia with both
Iran and Syria, those two nations are more or less formalizing the Axis of Evil? Last
February, Iranian veep Mohammad Reza Aref said Iran and Syria were forming a
"common front." He said, "We are ready to help Syria on all grounds to confront
threats." Syria's principal threats are Israel and America, and so they will remain as
long as Syria is a state sponsor of terrorism. That the two terrorist states are allying
more formally, with Russia playing the third-party co-conspirator, should send chills up
every spine in western Europe. The last time this happened, Stalin was signing up to
play second violin to Hitler.

While this is going on, Putin is also offering to train "security services" among the
Palestinians and selling them helicopters and communications equipment.
Unmentioned in Putin's trip to Israel last week were the armored personnel carriers he
was also offering the Palestinians. It seems Mr. Bush's pal is eagerly seeking to
restore Russian influence in the Middle East, but not in the mterests of countering
terrorism: only countering America.

In Statecraft, Lady Thatcher also wrote that, "TheWorst error, as always in dealing with

Russia, is naivete." We need to be engaged with Russia, not to it. And whatever
2
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. ‘passes between Iran and Syria, Russia must not aid or abet. Uncle Joe, as FDR and
Churchill called Stalin, was taught an expensive lesson when Hitler invaded Russia in
1941, Putin would do well to remember that when the Germans retreated, millions of
Russians already lay dead. And that as easy as it would be for terrorists to smuggie a
nuclear weapon into the United States, it would be just as easy -- and far less a
distance -- for them tc smuggle one into Russia.

TAS contributing editor Jed Babbin is the author of Inside the Asylum: Why the UN
and Old Europe Are Worse Than You Trink (Regnery, 2004)

b))

B |

Researcher o
Department of Defense -
OSD Writers Group, Room q
Telephone: (b)(2)
pot
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b)(6)

From: Eb)(s) _ » LTC, OASD-PA

Sent:  Friday, April 29, 2005 8:37 AM
To: Whitmer, Bob, CIV, OASD-PA

G - ®®  |civ, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Feith Radio interview

Ok, we go live at 1336 hrs with USDP Feith and Jed Babbin on wmet, part of the IDF national network. The
Producer, Seth Unger, is at Bob, could you call him? It's taken me two days to get this guy on the
phone and I don't get the impression they're overly organized. He said he'd touch base with you but I'd feel
better if you called him. Really appreciate it! See you about 1320 to get set up.

Jed Babbin numbers: )E) {home office)
b)(€) home fax)
[mobile

----Original Message--—-
From CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:27 PM

Te®)®  |LTC, OASD-PA

Cc: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA; Bob Whitmer (E-mail); Bryan Whitman (E-mail); Roxie
T. Merritt (E-mail)
Subject: RE: Feith Radio interview

b)®)
We do have ISDN and can reserve the Small Studio for you. Have the producer and technical person call Bob

Whitmer at to coordinate the ISDN.

All the best,

b)®)

—--Qriginal Message-----
From: LTC, OASD-PA
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:18 PM
To CIV, OASD-PA

Cc: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA
Subject: Feith Radio interview

Hey, Mr Ruff set up live radio interview tomorrow with Jed Babbin and Feith. If the small studio is free
can we set it up for 1315-1350. Their producer asked if we had an "ISDN." '

Producer's number:

4/4/2008
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—~---QOriginal Message-----
From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 5:38 PM

ToP® COL, OSD-POLICY

Cc (OX®) LTC, OASD-PA

Subject: Feith radio

Jed is sitting in for the talk show host on wmet, part of the idf national network. Doug is willing provided
there are no questions from the radio listeners. there are not.

4/4/2008
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b)(6)

From: Ruff Eric, SES, OASD-PA

To

Sent: Thursda ril 28, 2005 3:50 PM
. PO LTC. OASD-PA

Cc:

Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryah, SES, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: Feith Radio interview

excellente

-----Qriginal Message-----

From LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:44 PM

¥o: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Cc: Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Feith Radio interview

yes and yes—will be at both; Maggie say we're calling 5:15-5: 45

-----QOriginal Message-—---

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:31 PM

To:®)®) , LTC, OASD-PA ‘

Cc: Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: Feith Radio interview

for the pre-call tonight with babbin ang feith, are you thinking about either monitoring or sitting in? i'm
presuming you're doing the show with doug in the small studio so it might be helpful for you ta hear the
conversation tonight, either via a conference call or in person. thanks.

-----Original Message—---

From CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:27 PM

To LTC, OASD-PA

Ce: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA; Bob Whitmer (E- maul), Bryan Whltman (E-

mail); Roxie T, Merritt (E- mall)
Subject: RE: Feith Radio interview

We do have ISDN and can reserve the Small Studio for you. Have the producer and

technical person call Bob Whitmer at to coordinate the ISDN.

All the best,
b)(6)

--~-0r1iq —————

From LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:18 PM

4/4/2008
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To CIV, OASD-PA
Cc: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA
Subject: Feith Radio Interview

Hey, Mr Ruff set up live radio interview tomorrow with Jed Babbin and Feith. If the small
studio is free can we set it up for 1315-1350. Their producer asked if we had an "ISDN.”

Producer's number:

© ~==Qriginal Message~----
From: Ruf, Eric, SES, OASD-PA -

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 5:38 PM

10:[D®) COL, OSD-POLICY
ce(b)(6) LTC, OASD-PA

Subject: Feith radio

Jed is sitting in for the talk show host on wmet, part of the idf national network. Doug is
.willing provided there are no questions from the radio listeners. there are not.

4/4/2008
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B)E)

From:’
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

)(6)

Thursday, Apri
Ruff, Eric, SES

b)(€)

Semper Fide
Captain®® | usmc

Military Assistant to the

Capt. USMC, OASD-PA
28, 2005 3:27 PM

, OASD-PA
)) Babbin called. He will not be hosting for Laura Ingraham; does not need DSD

Capt. USMC, OASD-PA vcf

Assistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs
Comm:(b)(2)
BkBry: :

Fax:(b)(2

O
1400 Defense Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301-1400

b)(6)
sapt. USMC, OASD..
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1 B®
From: LTC‘ OASD-PA
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 3:18 PM
To: CIV. OASD-PA | ..
Ce: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA S
Subject:  Feith Radio interview

Attachments: jlbjournres.'doc

Hey, Mr Ruff set up live radio interview tomorrow with Jed Babbin and Feith. If the small studio is free can we
set it up for 1315-1350. Their producer asked if we had an “ISDN.” '

Producer's number: Fb)(s)

- ~---Qriginal Message----

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 5:38 PM

TaL0)(6) COL, OSD-FOLICY
Cc: b)E) LTC, OASD-PA

Subject: Feith radio

Jed is sitting in for the talk show host on wmet, part of the idf national network. Doug is willing provided there
are no questions from the tadio listeners. there are not.

4/4/2008
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Jed L. Babbin

Jed Babbin is the best-selling author of, “Inside the Asylum: Why the UN and Old
Europe are Worse than You Think” (Regnery 2004). He is a former Air Force officer
who served as a deputy undersecretary in the first Bush administration (1990-1991).

Mr. Babbin writes regularly for National Review Online and for the American Spectator
Magazine. His weekly column, “Loose Canons”, appears in The American Spectaior
Online. Mr. Babbin’s expertise is in national security and foreign affairs. However, he
also writes about legal matters and for The American Spectator 's “Saloon” series on
subjects such as single barrel bourbon and fine cigars. He also wrote the military
adventure novel, Legacy of Valor. (Pentland Press, 2000).

Mr. Babbin is a military analyst and appears frequently on the Fox News Channel and
MSNBC, on shows such as “The O’Reilly Factor”, “Hardball with Chris Matthews”,
“Scarborough Country” and many others.

For about four years, Babbin served as designated guest host of Oliver North’s “Common
Sense Radio” when Col. North was unavailable. During the Iraq military campaign in
2003, Babbin subbed for North for nine weeks straight. Since then, Babbin has also
subbed for Laura Ingraham and Greg Garrison.

Mr. Babbin is a graduate of Stevens Institute of Technology (B.E. 1970), Cumberland
School of Law (J.D. 1973) and the Georgetown University Law School (LL.M. 1978).
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)(6)

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Sent:  Thursday, Aprii 28, 2005 9:35 AM
. b)(6) . . (b)(6)
To: LTC. OASD-PA,W COL, OSD-POLICY; CIV.
Cc: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject; RE: Jed Babbin Bio

yes it is

From: LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 9:23 AM .
To:i®)® ] coL, OSD-POLICY[D)®) - | cIv, OSD-POLICY
Cc: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: Jed Babbin Bio

Coll®)® Jsee bio, It's the same guy. v/r
L guy

4/4/2008
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[b)(s)

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Nednesday. April 27, 2005 5:21 PM
To: ( LTC, OASD-PA
Subject: Re: Feith radio
feith would like to talkw/jed before the interview, prefexrably the day before. I

meant to tell you this first thing today.

scheduled? Thanks.

_____________________

From: iﬁ)(s) | ure, oasp-pa

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <EriC.Ruff$bXQ
Tue Apr 26 15:30:09 200S

Sent:

Subject: RE: Feith radio

What is Jed's email or phone?

B® ]

strategy, want to make sure this is good with Jed

-Original Message-----

From: Ruff, Bric, SES, CASD-PA
Sent: Mondav, Aoril 25, 2005 5:38 PM
Ta: (b)) LOL, OSD-POLICY
ce: -L'ITC, OASD-PA
Subject: feith radio

Meantime I'll call jed. Has doug been

Ssince Feith can't talk China but will talk his normal GROT

A spoke to doug on friday about doing a live interview with jed babbin while jed is
sitting in for the talk show host on wmet, part of the i1df national network. doug is

g provided there are no questions from the radio listeners.

EbXQ has contacted you on this.

NY TIMES

there are not. i belive

jed only has three days left, wed, thur and frid, from
noon to 2 p.m., so time is a little tight -- which is why i'wm weighing in. thanks.
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b)(6)

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: : Wednesday, April 27, 2005 9:54 AM

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: jed babbin/i.g. findings on sanchez, et al

I'll see if he is willing

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: R Wednesday, April 27, 2005 9:52 AM

To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: jed babbin/i.g. indings on sanchez, et al

agree on both assessments. can someone cail alexander and ligise with him and babbin? thanks.

--=-0riginal Message---—
From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Sent; Wednesday, April 27, 2005 9:51 AM
TJo: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: jed babbin/i.g. findings on sanchez, et al

Unfortunately Church is never going to happen -- maybe Alexander?

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: : Wednesday, April 27, 2005 9:17 AM
Jo: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin/i.g. fmdings on sanchez, et al

jed reatly wants to take on the post's editorial from yesterday and is looking for a guest on his pregram this week. he
specifically mentioned adm church. any thoughts? thanks.
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From: o . Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: . Wednesday, April 27, 2005 9:53 AM
To: ' Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Feith radio

Not specifically, but givén we have not military operations in China and that we don’t make the
China Policy for the US6 it is a little out of our lane,

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2005 9:15 AM
To Whitmman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: FW: Feith radio

have folks at nsc given us instructions not to taik about china? i spoke to doug yesterday and conveyed your thoughts that
china should not be discussed. he was prepared to talk to j.d. about what he was going to say, which is basucally what he
has said in speeches here in racent weeks. he asked about nsc having heartburn. thanks.

——-Original Message-----

From: (B)® |17, OASD-PA
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2005 3:30 PM
vo: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Feith radio

What is Jed's email or phone? Since Feith can't talk China but will talk his normal GWOT strategy, want to make sure this
is good with fed

--—-QOrlginal Message-----
From: RUF, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Mandav. An

To:

Cc:
Subjact:

i spoke to doug on friday about doing a live interview with jed babbin while jed Is sitting in for the talk show host on
wmet, part of the idf national network. doug s willing provided there are no questions from the radio listeners. there are
not. i belive tracy has contacted you on this. jed only has three days left, wed., thur and frid, from noon o 2 p.m., so tme is
a little tight -- which is why i'm weighing in. thanks.
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- (b)(®)

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Aoril 26, 2005 3:53 PM

To: LTC. OASD-PA

Subject: _ RE: Feith radio

please see below.

b)(6) . (home office)
" [(home fax)
(mobile)

-----Qriginal Messagg----
Fram: b)(6) LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesday, Apnl 26, 2005 3:30 PM
Ta: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Feith radio

What is Jed's email or phone? Since Feith can't talk China but will talk his normal GWOT strategy, want to make sure
this is good with Jed

-----Original Message-----

From; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, Aprl 25, 2005 5:38 PM
To: Kb)(6) COL, OSD-POLICY
Cc: LYC, OASD-PA
Subject: feith radic

i spoke to doug on friday about doing a live interview with jed babbin while jed is sitting in for the talk show host on
wmet, part of the idf national network. doug is willing provided there are no 'questions.from the radio listeners. there
are not. | belive tracy has contacted you on this. jed only has three days left, wed, thur and frid, from noon te 2 p.m.,
50 time is a littie tight -- which is why i'm weighing in. thanks.
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b)(6)

From:
Sent:
To:
Ce:

. Subject:

Attachments:

[©)©) ___loAso-pA
Tuesday, April 26, 2005 9:45 AM
Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA Whitman Bryan, SES,

ASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary,
b)(6) IV, OASD-PA; La Dallas, OASD-P Aib)(s) BFIS-HO/PIA;
CDR, OCJCSIPAM )6  ILTC OASD-PA b)(G) LTC, OASD-PA
~transcript of BG Ham, Mr. Di Rita mil analyst call

04-22-05 BG Ham, Di Rita Iraq.doc

Attached is a transcﬁpt of the call with the military analysts last Friday. DoD principals were BG Carter Ham and Mr. DI

Rita. Topic was Iraq.

NOTE:-Cail was ON BACKGROUND. Transcript provided for your information to read what was said. Transcnpt was not
prowded to military analysts. .

Both AFIS stary (Garamone) and Talking Points {partial) were written off the transcript.

-04-22-05 BG Ham,
DI Rita Iraq....
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OSD Public Affairs — Military Analyst call

With BG Carter Ham, Mr. DLR _

Friday, April 22, 2005, 103¢P)@  [The Pentagon)
Topic: traq

ON BACKGROUND

Military Analysts on call {list provided by conference call compan'y):

Jed Babbin (AF, former JAG)~ American Spectator Magazine
Maj. Gen. Bill Nash - Council on Foreign Relations

Col. Ken Allard ~ MSNBC
"Col. Gordon Cucullu - Fox News

CSM Steve Greer ~ Fox News

CAPT Chuck Nash — Fox News

CAPT Martin Strong - Fox News

Maj. Gen. Paul Vallely — Fox News

Ms. Allison Barber: {in progress) Reminder this is on background and we also have Larry Di Rita
with us this morning so he'll open up, and then we'll turn it over to General Ham. Thanks for
joining us this morning.

Mr. Di Rita: Good morning. ! wanted - the reason | wanied to join you — we'te very grateful that
General Ham is able 1o give us an update on kind of current ops in iraq. General Ham just
returned from the theater. He was commanding a task force up in Mosuil and is now on the Joint
Staff, and so he's got scme very goad insights, and fairly fresh insights, as to what's going on
over there.

But I wanted to spend just a minute or two with you — | don't know if anybody had the opportunity
to see the announcement that the president just made regarding the selection of the next
chairman and vice chairman. | wanted to just see If there were any questions, but also to the
extent that some of you might be out and get asked about it, the president's comments kind of
speak for themselves,

© These are two - first of General Myers has done a terrific job, and he’s a — | was kind of struck by

NY TIMES

the. president’s description of him having held four tours as a four star, but he is without question
one of the most seasoned and expefrienced genera! officers anybody has ever come across just
in terms of the jobs he's had.

He's done a terrlfic job and we're gaing to miss him greatly, but Pace and Giambastiani are two
very well-qualified officers and have had a — my observation of them is that they may be the most
—these may be the poster children of the Goldwater-Nichols Act. In other words, when the
Goldwater-Nichols Act was — | mean, we all resisted it. | did; | wrote articies about it and probably
most of you did, and it was - but it turned to be - have a lot of wisdom in it. And one of the things
that it forced was a joint perception about everything we do. And these two guys bring more joint
insight into everything going on then perhaps any other four star officers that we have - you
know, maybe putting aside Tommy Franks or John Abizaid who are out there on a joint
warfighting environment as a four star.

They are highly transformational. They have both worked within the Joint Staff transformation
environment, so they understand all the hardware things that people like to get excited about, but
more lmportantly‘ all the process reforms and all the contingency planning reforms and alt the
ways that we're trying to fix and im prove processes to make the place a lot more capable at the
(pointy?) end on the Jaoint level.

So, it's two terrific choices. They're very independeni-minded guys, both of them. They're able to
make their independence well understood within an environment where independence is difficult
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to come by — in other words, it's a military environment and you have to express independence in
a very careful way and they're very good about it. Both of those guys are extremely good at it.

They're very gaod at kind of calibrating thinking around here so that when an idea pops up they
can put it into the proper context and get it on the right track. | have seen them both very closely —
particularly Ed (Giambastiani) whom I've worked with now four years very closely, but General
Pace as well. And they're two terrific officers who | think are going to be Just wonderful seiections.

If there's any specific questions ~ | don't know how much - this kind of ieached out a little over the
last two or three days ~ it's kind of out there, but the president's announcement today may
generate a little more press interest. If any of you are out and have any insights that you'd like
to...

Ken Allard: Hey Larry. Ken Allard.
Mr. Di Rita: Hey Ken.

Ken Allard; | was on the other side at that time. | remember your articies, and yes, | am glad you
were wrong, '

Mr. Di Rita: | was, And it was — you know, my favorite was | went Jomt but | didn’t inhale.’ But now
'm breathing deeply, so..

But these are two terrific officers who will be forceful in their views. You know, Ed in particular has
done an impressive amount of work about the lessons learned from Iragq and Afghanistan down at
the Joint Forces Command, and has become just prodigiously knowledgeable about what
worked, what didn't — everything from battlefield intelligence up to C3I at the command level, He' s
tone a terrific job. And the Joint Staff and the Services are gleaning a lot of knowledge out of
that. He is one smart cracker. And Pace of course.is just a great leader and a great general. It's a
wonderfu! team and everybody's pretty excited about [t.

if there’s no — any thoughts or questions about the selection and the announcement, I'd like to
ask General Ham if he wants to get into iraq a litle bit and talk about what's going on over there.

BG Ham: Well, thanks Mr. Di Rita. | appreciate the opportunity this morning to discuss this with
you. Just a little bit.of background. I'm Carter Ham. I've been.on the Jolnt Staff now a little bit less
than a month, but this is not my first joint assignment. | had the great experience of serving at the
Central Command headquarters for a couple of years, and certainly appreciate that. 've replaced
General Dave Rodriguez, who's now in Mosul. | spent just a littie bit more than a year in Mosul,
returning in late February.

t think as we swapped out that General Rodriguez got the better end of this deal. But | do
appreciate you taking time this moming. Some of you I've met before, and others | look forward to
what | hope will be a productive and useful partnership.

For today's taleconference, I'd like to give you just a few comments about operations in (raq, then
welcome your questions. | think we have about 30 minutes, so I'd rather talk about what you want
to talk about, rather than me giving you a laundry list of things. And | suspect there's some things
you'lt ask me that | don't know the answers to, and in those cases we'll get you an answer later
today.

" A few points on Irag. This week, we went below 140,000 U.S. in rag. The major deployment and

redeployment operations, that really began in eamest in Dacember for this current rotation are
now nearly complete, both 89 percent complete — over 99 percent complete on both deployments
and redeployments. And in Kuwait, because this transitional period is now nearly complete, U.S.
personnel in Kuwait are also down now to about 14,000. - -
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Having said that, we’'ll soon start to see the beginning of the next cycle of units into and out of
iraq. And of course, during these transitional periods, the numbers of troops increases in both
Kuwait and in Iraq while incoming/outgoing units are both on the ground conducting relisf-in-place
operations.

Multi-National Forces-lraq now reports over 155,000 trained and equipped Iraqi Security Forces.
Certainly the capability varies from unit to unit. But the trend is clearly positive in the development
of the \raqi Security Forces. :

Insurgent activity, as | think most of you know, has increased somewhat over the past few weeks.
And that's not particularly significant in and of itself, as the weekly numbers of atiacks tend to
fluctuate somewhat. And we don't believe this is yet indicative of what some are reporting as
increased levels of planning, coordination and sophistication of attack.

The general trend of the number of attacks has been decreasing since the January elections.
There is one exception | would fike to mention, and that concems vehicle-borne (EDs. This — so
far, this month of April, about 50 percent of the VBIEDs have been suicide attacks. That's a fairly
significant change. Most normally we have seen the number of suicide attacks less than 30
percent. Having said that, don’t know yet what that means, but that is a particular note that we're
watching with great interest.

There's certainly indications of increased ethnic strife. | think you are all aware of the Zargawi
letter of last year that indicates creating ethnic strife as certainly one of his goals, and 1 certainly ~
the bodies discovered in Haditha earlier this week (soccer stadium), the attack this moming in
Baghdad against a Shiite mosque, and other sites attacked this week bear out the interest in the
insurgents creating ethnic strife — Shiite versus Sunni, Arab versus Kurd and {unintelligible). This
is clearly going to be a challenge for the Iraqi Transitional Government and clearly for the Iraqi
Security Forces in the weeks and months to come.

And finally, yesterday’s loss of the 11 persons aboard the Skylink Mi-8 (helicopter) is very
regrettable. Many of you have been Irag, and you know there's a good relationship between most
of the private security firms operating there and U.S. and other Coalition forces.

We've all seen the video that's now on the web. Frankly, we're not certain of the veracity of that
clip. Was it the same incident — you know, was that the helicopter that was shot down? Was that
man who was apparently shot — was that in that particular incident? We're just frankly not certain
of that yet. There is an investigation underway to determine those facts and | think whan those
are known, those will be made available. And with that, I'd wetcome your questions. Or none.

Jed Babbin: General, Jed Babbin, American Spectator. Quick question. | know you said you didn’t
know anything yet about the significance of the increase in VBIEDs being suiciders. Just as an
educated guess, does that show you a change in sort of the ethnic makeup or source of the
suiciders themselves? Are we seeing more, you knaw, something out of Muqtada al Sadr, or
somathing from the other side — the Sunnis. | mean these guys apparently have some sart of
doctrinal (nocturnal?) change. What do you attribute that to?

BG Ham: Well, it is very difficult to discern. Of course, in a suicide VBIED attack, in most cases,
there's not much left of the attacker to — so the forensic business of trying to determine, you
know, who was the actual attacker is pretty difficuit. And unless you know that, then it's difficult to
come to some of the conclusions that you're asking for.

1 guess | would just - Jed, just leave it at the Way | said it — we don’t yet know what to make of it.
It Is of concern, because it is a fairly significant deviation from what we've seen in the past. And |
think that's all we can say. We're trying to figure #t out; we just don't have the answers yet.
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Jed Babbin: Thank you.

Ken Allard: General, Ken Allard. You may have seen a piece in yesterday's New York Times by a
Marine colonel talking about the need for patience in fighting an insurgency. And he was
apparertly trying to warn both against, you know, people who were too pessimistic as well as
people who were overly optimistic.

Can you basically tell us a little bit about whether or not we are continuing to dig in for the fong
haui here, or are we simply trying to see how quickly we can cut and run?

BG Ham: We" nobody s interested in cutting and running. The nature of the insurgencies,
particularly 20™ century insurgencies, are such that they are long-term affairs. | think it's also
generally understood that the military is one, but not THE, way to defeat an msurgency So this is
a very, so this has to be'a multi-faceted approach.

| think clearly from the U.S. military, the focus is increasingly on helping the Iragis defeat this
insurgency themselves. And that is becoming increasingly the focus of our efforts. And continually
the commanders on the scene, General Casey and certainly General Abizaid from a theater
perspective, are constantly evaluating the forces that are present, the operational concepts the
tactics that are employed to defeat the insurgency.

So i, I think there is - clearly, everybody wants to defeat the insurgency as quickly as can
possibly be done. But there is a reality: Defeating an insurgency can be a long-term affair.
There's no timeline. It's help the iraqgis defeat the insurgents.

Ken Allard: Where the rubber hits the road is when we have to rotate troops in of course. Now is .
the percentage of Reservists 10 Active troops about the same in this next rotation as it has been
in the current one -~ about 40 percent or so? .

BG Ham: It actually is done a little bit. In the cyclicai nature of things, this past rotation — this
current rotation is fairly high in Reserve component participation. The next rotation, while not ali
the decisions have been made, is likely to be a littie bit less, but not se much less that it will be
overwheimingly noticeable.

The key, again, is not so much is it Active, is it Reserve, but is it right? And is it the right mix of
forces to meet the commanders’ requirements in theater?

Mr. Di Rita: And Ken, it's Larry. You know, one of things the commanders are trying to balance,
as weil, is the understandable sense that they have - or that, you know, thatthe Iraqis have |
should say that, you know, the insurgents don't have many — they have increasing — they have
fewer and fewer claims that anybody in Iraq sees as credibie, because there's now a government
there and people feel — generally speaking - supportive of the government and supportive of the
process.

But the only place where the insurgents can claim any solidarity with general public perception is
on the desire — entirely understandable — that Coalition forces leave Iraq. And $o the balancing
act that our guys -- that our commanders have is to not have so many Coalifion forces to have 100
high a presence, but keep it at a sufficient level to be able to help make sure these (ragi Security
Forces can actually succeed.

Sothere's -- | would say there's built-in downward pressure on the size of U.S. forces there,
recognizing that it's still going to be a task for some period of time to probably provide most of
the, you know, real heavy lifting until the security forces themseives can work more freely around
the couatry in large formation type activity.
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Sq, it's a taugh balancing act. But it's something very much on the commanders’ mind is that -
we don't - they're not asking for more forces on that basis, bacause it's in part they know that
there's very little credibility that this insurgency has other than the widespread feel that it would be

_nice at some point for Coalltion forces to leave that country.

Chuck Nash: General, Chuck Nash, Fox News. Got a question about - you mentioned the forces
going over, and making sure they're the right forces. The Issue comes down to what we see a lot
in the media which is, a recent article that said that we've iost, either total loss or bad enough that
we had to ship them back to the States, 80 main battle tanks. We've got Strykers ruhning around
up north; the Army is looking at a fairly sizable investment in a thmg called FCS (Future Combat
Systems) we're told a family of 18 lightly armored vehicles. And we're still getting people whacked
on the road to the airport.

Would you just give me your thoughts on where this all goes, and are the lessons that we're
learning about armer in raq real world? Are those lessons getting picked up and used in the
Pentagon? Or are we still sort of keeping the power pomt slides that we're (were?) in the process
still moving?

BG Ham: Well, | think it's clearly the case that the joint Services, and certainly all the individual
Services are adaptive and learning organizations. There's been considerable effort trying to leamn
everything that we can from the ongoing operatons. it's also fair to say that the enemy is learning
and adapting. And clearly they adapt their tactics, techniques and procedures as well. So this
remains a very, very dangerous, a dangerous area.

My personal experience in the north is that | think we have done a pretty good job of learning
from the past two years of operations inside iraq, and are taking the necessary precautions. |
think the Services are making the good material development declsions to counter this threat. But
itis a very, very difficult environment, and remalns a dangeraus environment. So, | mean | guess
| would just leave it at that, to say we are learning. | am pretty confident that we are moving
ahead and taking the lessons learned both from a material (materiel?) side and from a tactical
employment side to do the best that we can.

Again, none of that wil! ever eliminate the rigk entirely; it remains a dangerous place.
Chuck Nash; Thank you. .

Col. Gordon Cuculiu: General, this is Gordon Cucullu: Back to the 155,000 Iragis that you
mentioned. It seems like that in the past few months we've seen deliberately — that the insurgents
have deliberately targeted the recruiting process. Are we still seeing decent people coming out in
proper nhumbers to fili the security slots, both the paramilitary and the active duty military on the
Iraqi side?

BG: Recruiting does remain strong for both the police forces within the lragi Ministry of interior
and for the army within the Ministry of Defense. And | think that's a very positive sign. | think
you've seen in recent weeks a specific outreach to the Sunni Arab population of Iraq by the Iraqi
Transitional Government as it's starting to form, and { think that's a great, a great indicator as
well,

Itis an interesting phenomena, to wateh the - as Iragi Security Forces have been attacked in the
past — again I'll speak from my personal experience having seen that, was very worried about the
potential negative effect that would have, and it never materialized. Amazing, initially amazingly to
me after one of those attacks, the next day there would be, again, many more young Iragis show
up at the recruiting stations than there were positions to accommodate thern. So | think that
bodes well for the country and bodes well for the security forces.

Gordon x: Yes, | think that's good news. Thank you.
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BG Ham: OK, | guess Mr. Di Rita, I'll turr It back to you, sir.

Mr. Di Rita: | don’t have anything more. | appreciate you guys carving out a little time for us.

Ms. Barber: Thanks for your time, and we'll be in touch.
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From: Di Rita, Larry, Clv, OSD-OASD-PA
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2005 8:28 AM
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: Re: feith radio

‘Not sure what you mean.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message-----< . p)(6)
From: Ruff, Bric, SES, CASD-PA <Eric.Ruff
To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry.diritaf®X®)

Sent: Tue Apr 26 08:22:39 2005 :
Subject: FW: feith radio . .

here is where we run into problems.

From: b)(6) LTC, OASD-PA

Sent; Tuesday, April 26, 2005 8: _ ’
To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-Pa;b)®) COL, OSD-POLICY; Fb)(s) COL, 08D

POLICY
Subject: RE: feith radio

I have been told very specifically that Jed is not to ask and Mr Feith is to steer away
from all China issues. Given that, I assume we will be prepping Mr Feith on QDR issues--
ves? Any other topics?

v/r

-----Qriginal Megsage-----

From: Ruff, Eric., SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 5:38 PM
To: (b)(®) oL, oSp-roLICY
Cc: . ., LTC, OASD-PA
Subject: feith radio

i spoke to doug on friday about doing a live interview with jed babbin while jed is
sitting in for the talk show host on wmet, part of the idf national netwocrk. doug is
willing provided there are no questions from the radio listeners. there are not. i belive
tracy has contacted you on this. jed only has three days left, wed, thur and frid, from
nocen to 2 p.m., 30 time is a little tight -- which is why i‘'‘m weighing in. thanks,
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From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: ] Manday. April 25, 2005 10:40 AM

To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA cw, oasp-PAPE® e,
ASD-PA

ce: b)(E) | CIv, OASD-PA ’

Subject: RE: jed babbin

you're right about sensitivities, and i think as long as feith stays where the sd has been, which is general observations, no

specifics, we're okay. and we can certainly let dos know feith may be talking about this. we can also advise that he
contact his counterpart at dos. .

———-Original Message—-

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, Aprll 25, 2005 9:46 A b)(s)

To: kgmmmug] av, OASD-PALTC, OASD-PA
Cc: b)(6) CIV, DASD-PA

Subject: RE: jed babbin

Importance: Low

We should not be doing China -- before we put Feith out on China we should be conferring
~with DOS. This is what ruffles feathers. '

From:; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA :

.Sent: » ril 25, 2005 §:24 AM

To: ()6 CIV, OASD-PA; Whitman, 8ryan, SES, OASD-PAXE)(G) LTC, OASD-PA
cc: )& |c1v, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: jed babbin

thal's some good stuff. is this part of that master plan that mcgraw has pulied together with p/a's lead?

-—---0riginal Mes
From: E”)(s) C1V, OASD-PA
Sent: onday, Aprit 25, 2005 9:23 AM

'
To: -PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; )E) LTC, OASD-PA
Cc: b)(6) CIV, OASD-PA »
Subject: RE: jed babbin
Thanks.. fyi, Grone is scheduled to do CBS Radio ( Bob Fuss) re BRAC tomorrow at 3:30...
b)(6
i
-~---Original Message----
From: Ruft, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: . Monday, April 25, 2005 S:18 AM
To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; (P)(6) LTC, 0ASD-PAXD)(6) CIV, OASD-PA
ce: b)(6) CIv, OKSD-PA
Subject: RE: jed babbin

just exchanged emails with jed. he's not too keen on brac but is on china and qdr. feith is willing to do this
provided there are no questions from callers, which is the case with jed —~ he's the only questioner. thanks.

~—--0riginal Message-----

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: riday. An 005 2:15 PM
To: D®  Ivc, oaso-pa:b)(E) CIv, OASD-PA
cc: (b)(6 CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: FW: jed babbin
)(6) )
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Let's check their availability

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 1:52 PM .

To: f&hnman._manﬁs._ohl\so—m

Ce: b)(6) , CIV, OASD-PA; D Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: " Jed babbin .

jed is filling in for wmet radio (idt national radio network) next week and called about possible guests. he
has availabilities from noon to 2 p.m., every day next week EXCEPT tuesday. i think we should cansider
doug feith (qdr, china) and phil grone (brac) as potentials. bryan i'd like us to work this with feith's
and grone's offices. thanks, eric .
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From; CIv, OASD-PA

Sent; Monday, April 25, 2005 9:32 AM

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Ce: (b)(6) |CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: jed babbin

not part of plan, request came to me direct...Grone has done several other interviews re BRAC process over the past six
months or so. :

-----QOriginat Message-----

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA :
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 9:24 AM
To: cw, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; L'rc, OASD-PA
(v ] Wheeler, Holien Johnson, CIv, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: jed babbin
that's some good stuff. is this part of that master plan that mcgraw has pulled together with p/a‘s lead?
—---Qriginal Message-----
From: CIV, OASD-PA -
Sant: Monday, April 25, 2005 9:23 AM
To: ; Whitman, Bryen, SES, OASD-PA TC, QASD-PA
Ca ()6 [ CIv,0A5D-PA
Subject: RE: {ed babbin

Thanks...fyi, Grone is scheduled to do CBS Radio ( Bob Fuss) re BRAC tomorrow at 3:30...
| |

-----QOriginal Message-«-~

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 9:18 AM b))

To: Whitmar, Bryan ASD-PA;(D)6)  |TC, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA
ce! ®)®©) iwl OASD-PA '
Subject: RE: jed babbin :

just exchanged emails with jed. he's not too keen on brac but is on china and qdr. feith is willing to do this
provided there are no ¢uestions from callers, which is the case with jed -- he's the only questioner. thanks.

-~sr-0riginah Message--~--

from: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Sent; Friday, April 22, 2005 2:15 PM

To: m&hjs_q&%m b)(6) Qv, DASD-PA

Cc: b)(6) 1V, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, QASD~-PA
Subject: FW: jed babbin

Fb)(G) |

Let's check their availability

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 1:52 PM

To: K_\Milm:n_ﬂnun_;ﬂ_ArSD-PA ’

Ce: b)) , CIV, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin o

jed is filling in for wimet radio (idt national radio network) next week and called about possible guests. he
has availabilities from noon to 2 p.m., every day next week EXCEPT tuesday. i think we should consider

1
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doug feith (qdr, china) and phlt grone (brac) as potentials. (®)€) i'd like us to work this with feith's ‘
and grone's offices. thanks, etic
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P& | &IV oASD-PA

From:

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 8:53 AM
To: b)) CIV OASD-PA
Subject: American Spectator (Babbin)

AMERICAN SPECTATOR

Gilligan's Ghost
By Jed Babbin
Published 4/25/2005 12 06 02 AM

No, our Little Buddy is, at last reports, still in good health. But the other Gilligan -
Andrew, formerly of the BBC, the taxpayer-funded Brit network -- is being honored in
practice if not in name. His bias and fabulism have been the foundation upon which
the lads and ladies of the Beeb have built their newest and most direct participation in
politics.

You remember Andrew. it was he who broadcast Baghdad Bob's iine that American
troops hadn't been able to capture "Saddam International" whilst the airport bar was
being inventoried enthusiastically by our guys. Gilligan later made up the charge that
Tony Blair "sexed up" the intel on Iraq, and was eventually allowed to resign. Now,
campaigning against Tory Leader Michael Howard, the Gilligan-minded Beeb has
managed to outdo CBS.

Gunga Dan and his crew of miscreants used forged documents to campaign against .
Dubya, but didn't go so far as to plant hecklers at campaign stops. That they left to
Michael Moore. About a week ago, concermned that the campaign wasn't going badly
enough for the Conservatives, the BBC crew covering a Tory event gave wireless
microphones to hecklers in the audience who obliged by shouting, "Michael Howard is
a liar," "You can't trust the Tories," and such while the Beeb crew recorded it all for -
later broadcast. Everyone in the UK who owns a television pays the BBC tax. CBS and
the New York Times are horrifically blased but at least we aren't forced to pay for their
upkeep

Freedom cannot be said to exist where people are forced to pay to support media that
are engaged in partisan politics. (You can make the same case against NPR, but not
to the degree of clarity that now pertains to the BBC.) if the BBC isn't forced to fire the
reporters and producers involved in this episode, their conduct wilt encourage more
political activism at the Beeb, and widen the cracks in British democracy. Why the
Tories don't put an end to the BBC tax on their agenda is quite a mystery. Our
democracy is in better shape, but not by much. Just ask John Bolton.
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1 RETRACT THE APOLOGY | made to Sen. Chuck Hagel last week. Hagel turned coat

so fast last week it left Dick Lugar's head spinning. Hagel's cover was blown when
Sen. George Voinovich (RINO-Chio) blindsided Foreign Relations Committee
chairman Lugar and the White House by saying during last Tuesday's commiittee
meeting on the nomination that he couldn't vote for Bolton. As soon as Voinovich

. headed to the tall grass, Hagel quickly joined him, as did hopelessly liberal Lincoln

Chafee, and later the previously invisible Lisa Murkowski (Daddy's daughter - Alaska).

Neither Hagel nor Chafee had the cojones to be the lone -- or first -- Repub to go
south on Bolton, but once Voinovich broke the ice, both were eager to jump in the
hole. May it politically re-freeze over both their heads.

Bolton's nomination is in real trouble, enough that it may die in committee or be
withdrawn. In this crisis, former Secretary of State Colin Powell is joining in the
whispering campaign to sink him. Powell is reportedly "responding” to questions from
the Republican defectors, fueling the fires of Bolton's unreasonableness and harsh
treatment of staffers. You have to wonder: if Bolton was such a problem when he
worked for Powell, why didn't Powell fire him? Maybe because those who were more
on board with their president's agenda -- such as former Secretary of State Lawrence
Eagleburger, who spent ten years working with Bolton -- have a much less skewed
view of the man.

Eagleburger made two important points in the Sunday Washington Post. First, that in
many years working with Bolton he'd never seen or heard of Bolton abusing staff, and
second that Bolton's blunt manner of speaking is just what we need now at the UN.
Powell's involvement in the whispering campaign against Bolton is beneath him, or
was. I'd thought better of him. | was wrong. But the Prez is right about a couple of
other appomtments he made last week.

It was more than just a little smart to appoint the first Marine Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff. In the Friday ceremony announcing the appointment of Gen. Peter v
Pace, the Prez said that all we needed to know about Pace is that he's a Marine. Yes,
but we should take the trouble to know more. Like the fact that Pace is a combat vet, a
real tough guy with a very large brain, and well respected in all the services. After
announcing the Pace appointment, Dubya tried and failed twice to say the name of the
man who is to be Pace's deputy. The prez (intentionally?) misunderestimated the
difficulty he'd have in pronouncing Adm. Edmund Giambastiani's name, but he had no
problem telling the world that the new team wouldn't stray from the path he and Donald
Rumsfeld have set for fighting the war and transforming the sometimes-recalcitrant
Pentagon. (That, by the way, is an unnoticed but huge vote of confidence in
Rumsfeld.) Henceforth, by presidential order, the newly nomlnated deputy chairman of
the Joint Chiefs will be known as "Admiiral G."

BUT BACK TO EUROPE FOR more bad news. The EU-3 -- Germany, France, and
Britain -- are readying themselves for another session of negotiations with Iran, slated

for later this week. They continue to delude themselves, and anyone else who will
2
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- listen, that lran can be talked out of its desire to build nuclear weapons. The EUnuchs
want Iran to give up its uranium enrichment program (which the franians supposedly
put on hold while the talks go on --yeah, sure). Iran, in a message designed to turn the
heat up on the EU-3, said that if there wasn't progress on the last "compromise" Iran
offered -- which, natch, lets them continue enriching some uranium for "peaceful”
purposes -- they'd call the talks off. France wants to accept the tranian promise, while
the Brits are holding out for a tougher stance. Not that it means anything other than
delaying the covert and overt actions we are going to have to take to force cessation of

“the Iranian program. it's either act or accept the fact of a nuclear-armed Iran. France,
meanwhile, is more concerned with the EU constitution than the prospect of being .
incinerated by a terrorist nuke.

The week ended, as it had to, with yet another example of French churlishness. It was
left to Nicholas Sarkozy, Mr. Bean look-alike and contender for the French presidency,
to give the best reason to vote for the EU constitution. He said, "'l am 50 years old, and
it is the first time in French history that a person my age has not been asked to go to
war for his country. That is for one simple reason: Europe." It had nothing to do with
six decades of American defense of France. Nope, nothing at all. '

TAS contributing editor Jed Babbin is the author of Inside the Asylum: Why the UN .
and Old Europe Are Worse Than You Think (Regnery, 2004).

b)(®)

®® ]
Researcher
Department of Defense
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From: [©) CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, Aprit 22, 2005 4:42 PM

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Whitman. Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Cc: Meceitt, Roxie T, CAPT, OASD-PA; Keck, Gary, Col, OASD-PA; Richard, Joseph, Ltc OASD-
PAE__ ]LTC, OASD-PA

Subject: FW: jed babbin

any more details on this request we can provide phii grone? will this be via phone from his office/our studio? will there be
call ins? how long on air? etc...

thanks-

----- Original Message-——

from: Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD-ATL

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 4;27 M

To: b)(6) CIV, OASD-PA :

ce: CDR, OSD-ATL; Ms, 0SD-ATL
Subject: RE: jed babbin .

1x1 or calls?

I —
From:{®)® | clv, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 3:39 PM

To; Grone, Phillp, Mr, OSD-ATL G
cc®® | COR, 0sp-ATL;D® 0SD-ATL

Subject: RE: jed babbin

would need about 30 min, probably would be in our studio...

--=ssQriginal Message-—--

From: Grone, Philip, Mr, OSD-ATL

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 3:26 PM :
To: b)(6) CIV, OASD-PA

Cc: : OR, 0SD-ATL;(P)(6) OSD-ATL
Subject: RE: jed babhin -

. How long? What is the format?

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 2:30 PM

To: Grone. Phllio, Mr, OSD-ATL G) —
cc:®® | CDR, oso-ATL;F OSD-ATL

Subject: FW: jed babbin

any time next week to do another radio interview re brac process?
thx--

---~Qriginal Message-----

From: Whitman, 8ryan, SES, DASD-PA

sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 2:15 PM

Yo: TG j—l“rc, 0ASD-PAIDYE) | CIv, DASD-PA

e To)6) —_| CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: FW: led babbin :

3
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Let's check their a\}qilabilify

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, CASD-PA
. Sent: Friday, Aprit 22, 2005 1:52 PM _
To: j ASD-PA
ce: b)(6) | cIv, oasD-pa; Di Rita, Lamy, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: jed babbin .

jed is filing in for wmet radio (idt nationa! radio network) next wesek and called about possible guests.
he has availabilities from noon to 2 p.m., every day next week EXCEPT tuesday. i think we should
consider doug feith {gdr, china) and phil grone {brac) as potentials. bryan i'd like us to work
this with feith's and grone's offices. thanks, eric '
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)(6)
From: ®)® |civ, 0ASD-PA
Sent: Friday, April 22, 2006 2:22 PM ﬁ)@
To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, QASD-PA LTC, OASD-PA
Cc: (b)(6) |CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: " RE: jed babbin . -

wdllcheck w/ grone. ..

b)(6
-~--Original Message---- :
From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Friga il 22, 2005 2:15 PM
To: 17C. 0AsD-PALDXE) CIV, 0ASD-PA
Cc: b)(6) C1v, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: . jed babbin
b)(6)

Let's check their availability

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2005 1352 PM -
To: h n ASD-PA

Cc: (b)(6) CIV, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Lamy, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA

Subject: jed babbin .

jed is filling in for wmet radio (idt national radic network) next week and called about possible guests, he has
availabilities from noon to 2 p.m., every day next week EXCEPT tuesday. ithink we should constder doug feith (qdr, .

china) and phil grone (brac) as potentials. bryan{b)(6) |i'd tike us to work this with feith's and grone's offices. thanks,
eric '
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From: CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: 2. 2005 9:40 AM

To: (0)XE _ |CDR, OCJCSIPA

Cc: Barber, Allison, ClIV, QASD-PA; Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, GIV, OSD-

OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Whitman,
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: : military analysts call today

Attachments:

good morning,

Picture (Metafile)

here is the most updated list (as of 9:40 a.m.) of those who will be on the call this morning. there is still the possibility that more wil

join who have not rsvp'd. thanksEb)(G)_

Colonel Carl Kenneth Allard

Mr. Jed Babbin

Dr. James Jay Carafano

Colonel Gordon Cucullu

Major Dana R. Dillon

Colonel (Tim) J. Eads

Lieutenant Colonel Rick Francona
Colonel John Garrett (tentative)

- Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer

Lieutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis
Lieutenant General Thomas McInerney
General William L. Nash
Captain Martin L. Strong

Respecifully,
"OSD Public Affairs

Community Relations and Public Linison
The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301-1400
Eb)(2)

America Supports You
Owr Military Men & Women

www.AmericaSupportsYou.mil

NY TIMES

(USA, Retired) ,
(USAF, JAG) (American Spectator)
(LTC, USA, Retired) '
(USA, Retired)
(USA, Retired)
(USA, Retired)
(USAF, Retired) (MSNBC)
(USMC, Retired)
(USA, Retired)
(USA, Retired)
(USAF, Retired)
(USA, Retired) ,
(USN, Retired)
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From: (©)®) |CIV OASD-PA *

Sent: - Tuesday, April 19, 2005 10:38 AM
To: (b)(6) } CIV OASD-PA
Subject: American Spectator (Babbin)

The American S}peCtator

Tongsun Redux
By Jed Babbin
Published 4/18/2005 12:07:13 AM

For news junkies, this will be a hectic week. By its end, Catholics may have a new
pope, we may have a new UN ambassador, and both Kofi and his bestest buddy
Jacques may suffer nervous breakdowns. Things are looking up because, while |
Volcker fiddles, the FBI and the U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of New York are
burning bad guys. Now all we need to find out are the names of Cooperating
Witnesses One and Two, and the high-ranking UN officials whom they bribed for
Saddam.

CW1 and CW2 may be the first people who have earned the Presidential Medal of
Freedom as a result of plea bargains keeping them out of jail. (CW1 has already pled
guilty to being an unregistered agent of the Saddam government and is cooperating
~with U.S. investigators.) They are unindicted co-conspirators -- credited with helping

Saddam bribe the UN into setting up the Qil-for-Food-for-Bribes-for-Weapons scam --
in the indictment of one of our all-time faves, Tongsun Park of Koreagate infamy.

For those joining us since 1976, Mr. Park was indicted back then on 36 counts of
bribery, influence peddling, and other usual business on Capitol Hill. The charges were
eventually dropped after he testified in Congressional hearings about his involvement
with dozens of Congressmen, only three of whom were later reprimanded by the
House. (Think of this the next time you hear the caterwauling about Tom Delay.)

Just because Saddam is evil doesn't mean he's a dummy. He did what any good
manager would do if he wanted to pay bribes: he hired an expert. According to the
March 21 indictment of Mr. Park unsealed last week, and the affidavit stating it signed
by FBI special agent Nicholas Panagakos, Saddam paid bribes to and through Park to
Cooperating Witnesses One and Two and to at least two high-ranking UN officials in
order to get the UN to create the Oil-for-Food program by Security Council in 1996.
Just who were they? Not Benon Sevan, who wasn't yet chosen to run the Qil-for-Food
'scam. There would have been no reason to bribe him before he was chosen to run the
scam. Was Annan himself bribed? How about Igbal Riza, his chief of staff who later -
ordered the shredding of UN documents for the 1996-1999 period, when the program
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was first created and run? Someday soon, we should know. *

The bribes apparently continued until 2003 (when Tommy Franks had something to
say about Saddam's future plans) to make sure that the program was extended

beyond its original expiration date. The indictment says that Park "invested in a
company owned by an immediate family member of a high-ranking UN official money
paid to him from the Government of Iraq in connection” with the bribe agreement.
Park, having agreed to bribe the UN officials for Saddam, got at least $2 miillion for
himself and distributed millions in bribes, both in cash and in oil vouchers entiting the
UN officials to collect more rillions from the sale of the vouchers. So how does Kofi
respond to the new revelations? By trying to pass the blame to President Bush and
Prime Minister Blair, of course. - :

- Last week the sagging Annan said, "The bulk of the money that Saddam made came
out of smuggling outside the oil-for-food program, and it was on the American and
British watch." Annan added, "Passibly they were the ones who knew exactly what was
going on, and that the countries themselves decided to close their eyes to smuggling
to Turkey and Jordan because they were allies." Of course, nothing the UN did was
wrong.

If Kofi's week weren't sour enough, Secretary of State Condi Rice added to his agony
by saying, "It is no secret to anyone that the United Nations cannot survive as a vital
force in international politics if it doesn't reform." Note to Kofi: reform or die. It's a great
disappointment that we didn't see the appropriate headline in the New York.Daily
News, in 64-point type, saying: "Condito UN: Drop Dead." Something to look forward
to. Almost as much as the Bolton confirmation, which may come later this week.

THE LEFTIES HAVE MANAGED to delay, but not stop, the nomination of John Bolton
to the UN ambassador's post. Thankfully, and my apologies to Sen. Hagel, even he '
and Sen. Lincoln Chafee seem to be standing with Boliton. If the Dems can't get either
of them to vote against Bolton, or at least abstain, Bolton's nomination should be -
reported out of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee early this week. On the floor,

it will pass easily. For Kofi and the rest of the Turtle Bay crime family, it will be as much
fun as passmg a kidney stone. Meanwhile back at le domaine, Jacques is apparently
sinking in the congenital contranness of his own countrymen.

Ah, how le ver turns. Just a year ago, it was a sure bet that France -- one of the chief
proponents of the European Union -- would easily pass a referendum on the EU
constitution. Now, as the May 29 referendum approaches, polls show the French ready
to reject it. That led President Chirac to the most desperate measure. Calculating
correctly that the worst thing a Frenchman could think to do was to help Uncle Sam,
Chirac said that a "no” vote would weaken the EU and benefit the United States.
Chirac, in a carefully scripted "town hall" session with young French voters, issued that
dire warning last Thursday, with little or no effect. The French may be content with the
status quo which, as the Gipper once said, is Latin for "the mess we're in.”
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Whether the French vote the EU constitution down remains to be seen. It's unlikely
that they will reject it because without the EU agriculture subsidy, much of French
farming will end. As John Hulsman of the Heritage Foundation once told me, the EU
agricultural subsidy is "really a sop from Germany to pay French farmers to sit around,
play boule, and do nothing.” The French may just be revolting against ten years of
Chiracism or just emoting for the press. Once they get enough attention from the rest
of Europe, they may pass the EU constitution to keep their subsidies. You see, that's
what it's all about. Like Oil-for-Food, the EU is an economic scam. The French have
too much to lose if they reject it. And money is what they're all about. Not everyone in
the world is concerned solely, with money. From U.S. European Command and the
Joint Staff comes word of new strides in building the Iraq Coalition.

From a kinda sorta reliable Navy source comes this bulletin from the Joint Staff
quoting one of its lieutenant colonels: "Things are looking up for us here. Papua-New
Guinea is thinking of offering two platoons: one of infantry (headhunters) and one of
engineers (hut builders). They want to eat any bad Iraqis they kill. We've got no issues
with that, but State is being anal about it." Dr. Rice reportedly wants to transform the
State Department as Mr. Rumsfeld is doing with the Pentagon. She apparently has a

- long, hard road ahead.

TAS contributing editor Jed Babbin is the author of Inside the Asylum: Why the UN
and Old Europe Are Worse Than You Think (Regnery, 2004).
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From: USNewsBulletin@builletinnews.com
Sent:  Wednesday, April 13, 2005 7:58 AM

To:

(arry.dirita@®)®) |

Subject: Today's Political News From The Editors of US News & World Report and BulletinNews

All the Day’s Political News From Newspapers, TV, Radio, and Magazines

US.News

cBulleti nNEWS

MEMORANDUM FOR LAWRENCE T. DI RITA | INSIDE
. . Washington News
SUBJECT: TODAY'S POLITICAL NEWS e
Political Humor

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 2005 - 8:00 AM

WASHINGTON NEWS

DelLay Lunches With GOP Senators, Trying To Gain Their
Backing. House Majority Leader Tom Delay, under fire for
alleged ethical improprieties, "crossed the Capitol on Tuesday to
shore up Senate support,” appearing at the "weekly closed-door
lunch for GOP senators,” the Dallas Morning News reports. After
the lunch, GOP Sen. Lindsey Graham said, "He's a guy under
siege. And he just wanted to personally say, '| appreciate people
hanging in there with me. This is an orchestrated effort; just let
time and the process work its way and its will." | think that's fair.”

. "told reporters that his basic message was 'Be patient; we'll be

fine." Giving a preview of the approach he is likely to take when
he appears before reporters this afternoon, Delay dismissed
questions about his travel and his relatlonshups with Iobbylsts as
‘the Democratic agenda."

However, as the Houston Chronicle reporis, Sen. Lincoln
Chafee, "a moderate who has been targeted for defeat by
Democrats next year, said Delay's troubles could play into
charges that Republicans are abusing power." Chafee said, "It
tends to cast a shadow over the party. That's just the way it is."

Still, CNN's Inside Politics reported there "was not a single -

Senate Republican commg out of that lunch” caliing on DeLay to
step down.

DelLay Has Assembled "Formal Structure” To Fight Back
Against Allegations, The Capitol Hill newspaper The- Hill
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reports DelLay has assembled a "formal structure’ to counter
news stories about his perceived ethical improprieties and ensure the support of
Republican lawmakers." The team includes his Chief of Staff and Deputy Chief of
Staff, Communications Director, general counsel, and a policy adviser. Each day,
they coordinate with aides from Speaker Dennis Hastert's office, as well as the
National Republican Congress:onal Committee and the Republican National
Cornmittee.

Gingrich Says Burden Of Proof Is On Delay. In an interview with the CBS
Evening News, former House Speaker Newt Gingrich said of Delay, "l think the
burden is on h|m to prove it at this stage." Regarding Delay's criticism of the media,
Gingrich said, “That's the famous Hillary Clinton defense. That's the 'vast Ieft—wmg
conspiracy.' ... When you're being attacked, the first thing you naturally do is you
describe your attackers. In this case, that wont work. Delay's problem isn't with
the Democrats. Delay's problem is with the country.”

Republicans Lash Out At Shays. Republicans are taking avm at GOP Rep.
Chris Shays, a Connecticut moderate who barely won re-election in 2004 and faces
another close race in 2006. Shays sharply criticized Delay as "an absolute
embarrassment to me and to the Republican Party" last week. One "senior House
Repiblican Member" told the Capitol Hill newspaper Roll Call, "Chris Shays is loyal,
all right. His loyalty just happens to lie with George Soros and the New York Times
editorial board, instead of the Republican Party." But the GOP fury is "not enough to
jeopardize Shays' financial support from the party for what is likely to be a tough re-
election battle next year," Roll Call writes in another article.

Senate Republicans Differ On Fate Of Bush Social Security Plan. Senate

Repubhcans are offering dlffering assessments on the chan ces of President Bush's

Sen.

Gordon Smith (WA) said of the Bush plan “It's not dead, but it's on life support " But

Sen. Rick Santorum (PA) "wasn't so grim. 'We're making progress,' he said. "We're
early in the game.”

Meanwhile, Sen. Lindsey Graham, also a Republican, said yesterday the
President "needs to offer more specifics to have any chance to win passage this
year" of Social Security reform, Reuters reports. Graham said Bush "must offer
more details ahout how to best fix the program's financial problems and insist on a
vote in coming months." And Senate Finance Chairman Charles Grassley said that
while right now, he could not get a bill through his committee that lncludes private
accounts, “l expect to put a process in place so that we can.”

Bush Takes Social Security Campaign To Ohio Friday. President Bush will
travel to Kirtland, Ohio, Friday, to discuss his Social Security plan at Lakeland
Community College. WSYX-TV in Columbus reported that the round-table
discussion with an invitation-only crowd" is "part of a 60-day, 60-city tour to promote
his plan."

Former Official Says Bolton A "Serial Abuser" Of His Subordinates. The
Senate Foreign Relations Committee yesterday heard the testimony of Cari Ford, a
former intelligence official at the State Department. Ford criticized UN Ambassador
norrinee John Bolton, saying he demeaned and verbally abused subordinates who
disagreed with his intelligence analyses and calling him a “serial abuser." Ford's

testimony notwithstanding, the media consensus was that Bolton's nomination
would be approved by the committee. -
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berated a lower level intelligence analyst for holding up a speech in which he

. planned to say Cuba had a biological weapons program." The analyst “kept his job
and Bolton's speech was reworked to comply with the intelligence on Cuba," but .
Ford "said the incident had ‘a chilling effect on State Department anaiysts."

USA Today reports Ford described Bolton as "a quintessential kiss-up, kick-
down sort of guy," while the Los Angeles Times says Ford called Bolton a "serial
abuser" of underlings, but "it appeared” his testimony "had not changed any votes
on Bolton's nomination." The Washington_Times reports, "All 10 Republicans
appear ready to vote to approve John R. Bolton's nomination later this week, setting
up a floor confiration vote by the whole Senate." The San Luis Obispo Tribune
runs a Knight Ridder story that reports Sen. Lincoln Chafee, “seen as the most likely
GOP defector, remained inclined to vote for Bolton."

Ben Nelson Seeks Compromise On Judicial Nominations. The Capitol Hill
newspaper The Hill reports this morning Sen. Ben Nelson (D-NE), "who is working
on a bipartisan compromise to end the filibuster of judicial nominees, said he
believes that his party's practice of blocking confirmation votes on controversial
nominees has put him and. fellow Democratic centrists in politically difficult
positions.” Nelson "suggested that a few Democrats in so-called red states might be
relieved should the prospect of filibustering the president's nominees be eliminated.”

Push To End Filibusters Could Happen Within Next Two Weeks. The New
York Times reports Senhate Republicans "said Tuesday that they might quicken their
push to prevent Democratic filibusters of judicial nominees. Senior lawmakers and
party officials said that while Republican leaders had been expected to put off any
confrontation over Senate rules until next month at the earliest, they might now foroe
a confrontation within the next two weeks."

Pro-Life, Pro-Gun Groups Oppose Nuciear Option. The AP reports, "Two
groups normally allied with Republicans have bolted from the party's effort to ban
judicial filibusters -- the first major defections from a conservative push to prevent
Senate Democrats from blocking President Bush's judicial nominees." The National
Right to Work Committee, "a 2.2 million-member group critical of unions," and the
Gun Owners of America, "with 300,000 members, say they fear eliminating judicial
filibusters could eventually lead to doing away with filibusters altogether.”

Bush Celebrates Second Anniversary Of Baghdad's Fall With Fort Hood
Soldiers. President Bush marked the second anniversary of the fall of Baghdad
with a visit to Fort Hood, Texas, joining soldiers who will soon ship out to Iraq “for
some collared greens and mac'-and-cheese," CNN's Inside Politics reported. The
CBS Evening News said Bush thanked them for their service, "and said the role of
the US military is changing as Iraqis shoulder more and more of the security
burden.” Reflecting on Baghdad's liberation, Bush said the "fall of Saddam's statue -
in Baghdad ranks with the fall of the Berlin Wall as ‘one of the great moments in the
history of liberty," NBC Nightly News reported.

In this morning’s newspapers, coverage of Bush's remarks appeared rather
skeptical of Bush's assessment of the Iraq mission. ‘Many of the stories noted that
the President did not address that fact that no WMD have been found in Irag. The
Dallas Morning News (4/13, Jackson), for example, reports that "some lIragis
celebrated the second anniversary" of Saddam's downfall "in a different way, taking
to the streets over the weekend fo protest the continuing American presence in Iraq.
But Iraqi leaders said American troops need to stay for the foreseeable future.”
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Bush "did not cite his major initial justification for the Iraq invasion, weapons of
mass destruction that have not been found." The Los Angeles Times, meanwhile,
says Bush's remarks "showed how he hoped history would view his decision to go to
war and reflected Iraq's position as the centerpiece of his agenda to reshape the
Middie East." The Washington Post, however, said the President "delivered what
has become a fairly standard speech about what the military is accomplishing in Iraq
and why, he says, the effort will go down in history."

On the other hand, Bush's visit to Fort Hood received widespread, largely
positive local TV coverage across the country. Many reports used footage of Bush
telling the troops their success in iragq will "make America safer for us and for future
generations." Typical of the coverage was KYW-TV of Philadelphia, which reported,
"Bush thanked troops at Fort Hood, Texas for their valiant service in Irag.” Bush
was shown saying, "You have fought the batties of the war on terror and you have
served the cause of freedom, and you should be proud of all that you have
achieved."

White House Drops Plans To Cut Aid To Fafmers. The AP reports the Bush

Administration "threw in the towel on the president's' proposal to slash farm
payments in the face of opposition from lawmakers in both parties.”

POLITICAL NEWS

Ensign Unlikely To Have First Tier Democratic Opponent The Capitol Hill
John Ensngh_ ~-A(_I'-E_ﬁc;.'v) a pass when he seeks reelection next year...because of
Ensign's close relationship with Senate Minority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.)." As
many Republicans "noted last year, Ens:gn did little, if anything, to find a candidate
to run against Reid in 2004 "

Hoyer Concludes Recruitment Trip. The Hill reports House Minority Whip Steny
Hoyer “returned from Chicago last night after his second candidate-recruitment trip
of the year." Over the Easter recess, Hoyer "was in New York, where he met with
state party leaders and legislators: to discuss the pOSSIbIIIty of mid-decade
redistricting in the state to chip away at the GOP majority in Washington, Whlle in
Chicago, Hoyer also raised money for his leadership PAC, AmeriPAC."

Mainstream Democrats Increasingly Close To MoveOn.org. The Capitol Hill
newspaper Roll_ Call reports, "Once regarded warily by much of the Democratic
establishment, the liberal grass-roots group MoveOn.org is being increasingly .
courted by Democratic officeholders for its 3 million members - and their deep
pockets."” MoveOn is described by Roll Call as "by far the left's most potent
fundraising operation outside of the Democratic Party itself." Republicans have
"pounced on the increased cooperation, seeking to paint Democrats as beholden to
their party's liberal wing." '

Some Democrats Are Urging Clark To Run For President in 2008. U.S. News
and World Report reported in its "Washington Whispers" column on its Website that
friends of Wesley Clark "are still after him to run" for president. During the
Association of State Democratic Chairs' meeting "last week in Little Rock, Ark.,
Clark hosted a group from the Alabama Democratic Party for dinner." The group
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“included the state director of the Alabama party and about 15 grass-roots folks who
" traveled from Alabama to meet Clark. The group beheves Clark is the only hope the
party has to win southern states."

Sharpton Denies Allegations Of Campaign Fraud. The New York Times reports
Al Sharpton "said yesterday that his 2004 presidential campaign complied with
- federal law when raising money, and he lashed out at published reports that the
Federal Bureau of Investigation was looking -into his campaign's finances.” The AP
‘reports, "The Philadelphia Inquirer, citing unidentified sources, reported Monday that
the FBI in New York had begun investigating Sharpton's fundraising as a spinoff of
an unrelated criminal probe involving city officials and businessmen in Philadelphia.”

Challenger Holds Eighteen Point Lead Over Hahn In Los Angeles Mayoral -
Poll. The Los_Angeles Times reports, "Antonio Villaraigosa has opened an 18-
point lead over incumbent James K. Hahn in the Los Angeles mayoral race, with
nearly every large voting bloc supporting his effort to bounce Hahn from City Hall,
according to a new Times poll.”

POLITICAL HUMOR

The Latest From Late Night Comedians. The late night comics last night joked
about the arrest of a recent immigrant at the Capitol, Tom Delay, and the papai
election, among other topics.

Jay Leno: "Well, a very scary moment in Washington yesterday. ... Capitol Hill
police tackled -- tackled and dragged away a desperate man with two suitcases,
See that guy? He staged himself in front of the Capito! building, stood there for an
hour and demanded to get into the White House. You know, | think John Kerry's
starting to lose it."

Jay Leno: "Today, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld warned Iraqis' new
leaders against hiring their friends and family members for government jobs. And-
the Majority Leader Tom Del ay gave the rebuttal. He said, 'It's not that bad."

Jay Leno: "Well, as you know, voting will soon take place for a new pope. |-
understand a number of Cardinals already placed calls to Jeb Bush to see if he
could pull a few strings.”

David Letterman: "Trouble down in Washington. - Yesterday police arrested a

- man acting strangely. He was carrying two giant suitcases. Security got him and
arrested him." He is in jail. President Bush claims that we're winning the war on

luggage.”

Get a daily Bulletin customized ‘_t,o your organization and issues.

BulletinNews briefings have replaced old-fashioned news “clipping” services
for much of the President's Cabinet, corporate officers, and their staffs.

" Our service is completely customized to-a department, agency or
corporation, providing the most comprehensive source for ail the day's
relevant news from thousands of media outlets - all boiled down in one
briefing.
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From: . Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2005 6:43 AM
To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Subject: Re: SD-CJCS deck for 05 April

Thanks again, frank. Good travels, Eric

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message----- TO)
From: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA <frank.thorp$b

TO:MLTL?ASD~PA 0)® D1 Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
<larry.dirita®® . Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA <Eric.Ruff{b)) : Whitman, Bryan, SES,

© OASD-PA <Bryan.whitmangb)(6) Rhynedance, George, COL, OARSD-PA
<George . Rhyned ; dock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJICS/PA -
<e11eu.haddockfb)(6) E Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, ORSD-PA <Roxie.Merrittd®®
Keck, Gary . Col, OASD-PA <q§m_k§_¢i‘<ibﬂs) ;)6 LTC, OASD-PA

(b)) Capt. USMC, OASD-PA (b6 |
(bY®) | c1v, OAsD-Pa [b)®) | chafin. claude. CIV. OSD-lA '
<Claude . Chaf indby®) | [03(6) [cIv, osp )G |
CDR, 0CJcs/pa [b)E) | Turenne i =
<bill.turennedb)() | (b)(6) [ CIV, oasD-Pa [(B)(E)

(b)(6) [ LCDR, OCJCS/PA

b)(6) —_|Maj, ocJIcs/PAa

b)(6) . IV OASD-PA

by® ]
CIV, OASD-PA (b)) | ssgt,_QASD-PA
(6 ) [ TSgt, OASD-PA [b)(6)

(D)® - |
Sent: Mon Apr 04 18:27:47 200
Subject: RE: 8D-CJCS deck for 05 April

please put a T next to radio interview...

Frank Thorp

Captain, USN

Special Assistant for Public Affairs '
to the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
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----- Original Message-----
From: (b)®) | oasp-pPa
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2005 5:44 PM }
To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES,
OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen

(Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASDE_}A_:_K_QQL‘_QQUL._EQL_QAS?-PA;M
LTC, OASD-PA;[b)©) _|capt. usMc, ORSD-PA;[(b)E) CIV, OASD-
PA; Chafin, Claude, CIV, OSD-LA; [h(Al CIV, OSD;[b)(6 | CDR, OCJCS/PA;
Turepne ,_Bill., CIV, OASD-PpA;[b)6) CIV, OASD-PA; lEb)jS) |OASD-PA;
CDR, OCJICS/PA; [D)(E) | Maj, OCJICS/PA:IbYE) v
OASD-Pa; [P)E) CIV, OASD-PA; (b)) [ ©Iv, OASD-PA; [b)E) S5gt, OASD-
PA; [b)(6) |TSgt, ORSD-PA; (b)(6) CIV, OASD-PA '
Subject: SD-CJICS deck for 05 April

<< File: SD-CJCS Update 04-05-05.ppt >>
05 April
SecDef: Fhone interviews with Veja, Brazilian weekly magazine, and Miami Herald, regarding
South America trip (1300). -
CJCS: Radic interview with Jed Babbin on the Greg Garrison Show (WIBC, Indianapolis,
1140); addresses JFCOM NDIA Symposium luncheon, media avail (1200-1345, Portsmouth, VA};
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attends USO Metro Amnual Awards Dinner (1830, Pentagon City).

Issues

England and Edelman nominations; Silberman-Robb Commission report; Iragi leadership races;
U.S. and Coalition troop withdrawal and drawdown; trainlng/number of security forces; size
and makeup of insurgency; budget requests; BRAC. .

Headlines )

* Eleven-year-old David Smith accepts Medal of Honor for his father SFC Paul Ray Smith
at a White House ceremony. (AP)

* President Karzail urges nations to speed economic recovery to his ccuntry. Ambassador

Xhalilzad says U.S. aid to increase from $2.5 billion in 2004 to 55 billion in 2Q05;
Congress must approve some of increase. {AP)
* Bulgarian soldier death friendly fire from U.S. forces, Army report says. (UPI)
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From:’ Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, April 04, 2005 8:48 AM

To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, CCJCS/PA
Cc: - Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Subject: jed babbin's show

good morning, frank, katie. have you gotten an indication of whether the chairman or vice are avialable to do a 10 -15
minute guest interview for jed babbin's radio program tomorrow? -thanks, eric
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From: [©® civ OASD-PA
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2005 8:35 AM
To: PO CIV OASD-PA

Subject: Another Good Article (Babbin)

Hello All: In Case You Missed this....
| Jed has it right!!!

EXCLUSIVE: Women in Combat?
Date: Saturday, March 19 @ 21:17:46 CST
‘Topic: FSM FEATURE

By Jed Babbin

Did you know that women in our armed forces are increasingly being pushed into a combat role? Find
out why - and how this will affect our troops - in this EXCLUSIVE piece from FSM contributing editor
Jed Babbin!

Women in Combat?
Jed Babbin

Everyone has opinions about the war, and no one seems shy about expressing them. Whether it’s about
Irag, al-Queda, the military budget or anything else, we all have something to say. And that’s a good
thing, because American democracy doesn’t function without open and honest debate. Social security
used to be the *“third rail” of American politics. No one dared to touch it because to do so was to commit
political suicide. Now, the same can be said of the question of women in combat.

Because politicians and too many military leaders are afraid to talk about it, the question is being
decided by default in the incrementalism of the bureaucracy. Army bureaucrats are deciding the issue in
small chunks, moving women-into combat units by making small changes in obscure policies. These
bureaucratic actions must be subjected to the light and heat of politics.

The President has said, “No women in combat.” US law, Defense Department policy and everything else
the Army is supposed to obey says that women should not serve in infantry units, in special operations,
and in the other ground combat forces whose business is killing people and breaking things. Small, slow
changes have - for years — allowed women to fly Air Force and Navy combat aircraft, fly Army helos in
combat, and serve on most Navy combat ships. Every Army unit — infantry, armor, support,
reconnaissance, etc. — has a “gender code” number. The gender codes are supposed to separate those
non-combatant units that women can be as51gned to from the combat arms. Now, the Army is changing
its operating doctrine to include women in more combat units by manipulating the gender codes.

According to the Center for Military Readiness, and confirmed by a Defense Depa.nﬁnent source, the
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Army is juggling unit gender codes to allow women to serve in combat arms such as multiple-launch
rocket systems, reconnaissance, and Stryker Brigade Combat Teams. The Army apparently plans to
assign women to these units to raise the unit manning numbers to the requisite levels, but plans to
withdraw the women if the units are engaging in combat. There are only two results that can obtain, and
neither is good for the fighting strength of the army. ’

First, if this is merely the accounting game it appears, the Army is more in step with the UN than the

President. It’s trying to-increase the number of troops it needs by including troops that won’t be there to

fight, It’s a fraud on the rest of the soldiers who will have to fight short-handed when the women leave,

Second, if the Army is violating the ban on women in combat arms, it’s more than just an accounting
scam. It’s a knowing reduction in the Army’s combat capability.

Feminists argue that it’s discrimination against women to keep them out of combat units because they
aren’t as likely to be promoted without combat experience. The feminists’ argument is premised on fact:
there is favoritism in the military promotion system toward those who have served in combat. And there
must be because the “glass ceiling” they complain about is smeared with blood. Lessons learned on the
battlefield are paid for with soldiers’ lives, and as many millennia of war have taught us, those lessons
are best applied by military commanders who have Jearned them first-hand.

The commanders’ job is to apply those lessons to win the war in the shortest amount of time by
inflicting the greatest damage on the enemy in the shortest period of time. Their principal tool is the
people who serve in combat arms, To win battles, the combat arms must be peopled only by those who
can perform as well as every other under the stresses of combat. And very few women can qualify under
the standards for combat. '

For those who still doubt that, the 2002 British Ministry of Defence study, "Women in the Armed
Forces," should settle the matter. It begins with a foundational truth: “Combat effectiveness is the ability
of a unit...to carry out its mission.., The cohesion of a unit is a vital factor in its combat effectiveness.”
The study finds that only 1% of women can meet the physical standards men do, that they are less
aggressive and more prone to injury than men, and that — in the only example where the combat
effectiveness of women is measurable, the Israeli army in 1947-48 — “Israeli morale suffered
disproportionately when a female soldier was killed or wounded.” In short, unit cobesion is reduced
significantly by including women in combat arms because the vast majority can’t meet the standards
men do, and because of the effect on the unit when a woman becomes a casualty. Just what will the
effect of the Army’s bureaucratic maneuvering be?

A very wise man, the late Capt. H.H. Babbin, USMCR, had words of wisdom for me as my
commissioning date approached more than three decades ago. He said that I'd soon be a well-educated
and highly-trained junior officer. Which, he said, meant I’d be essentially useless. His advice was to find
someone with a lot of stripes on his sleeve and do what he said if I wanted to do my job well live to tell
about it. What was good advice for me then is good advice for the Army now. Retired Marine Corps

* Gunnery Sergeant Jessie Duff was one of those bestriped persons. Having served more than 20 years in

- the Marines, Duff has some strong opinions about women | in combat,

Duff told me that it’s not a question of physical fitness. That women have to meet different physical
fitness tests in the military is, to Duff, of no relevance to their fitness for combat service. Combat fitness
is about the other tests and standards (which include physical capabilities) that have to be met to qualify
for combat duty. _

I asked Duff about the Brit findings that 1% or so of women who can meet the standards for ground
combat. Duff said it’s too few, and imposing such a small minority of women will create a lot of internal
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friction. Women comprise about 6% of the Marines and, according to Duf‘f‘, even that number can cause
a lot of internal friction. Being a woman — a very attractive one at that — Duff is a pretty good judge of it.

Duff said that if she were talking with the President privately, she’d urge him to stay the course and not
allow women — even those who can meet the standards for ground combat — into combat units. “For the
women who can meet the standards, I’m not going to say ‘go for it’ because...it’s going to be such'a
small number.. [because it’s) going to cause dlsruptlon and morale and cohesion issues. We’re naive if
we think otherwise.”

To Gunny Duff, the standards set for combat service are inviolable, If the Army is allowing women who
can’t meet those standards to serve in combat units, the Army is degrading its combat capabilities.
Unless enough women could qualify to comprise at least 15-20% of a unit’s strength, she believes it
would be highly disruptive to unit cohesion and morale. Duff told me, “If the Army’s going to do this
and allow people to go m[to combat units] just to have this equahty, they’re forgetting what their
mission is. Their mission is to win a stinking war..

We know — from history, from the Brit study, and from Gunny Duff’s advice — that women shouldn't be
in combat arms. Why, then, is the Army playing games with unit gender codes and thereby threatening
unit cohesion? Is it more important to win battles or to give women a greater chance at promotion? All
it’s about, like Gunny Duff said, is winning the stinking war.

Family Security Matters contributing editor Jed Babbin is also a contributing editor for The American
Spectator magazine and the author of Inside the Asylum: Why the UN and Old Europe are Worse than
You Think. :
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-From:’ Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Sent: Friday, Aprit 01, 2005 7:06 PM
To: 'rts4@b)(6)
Subject: Re: Fwd: Deputy Secretary Wolfawitz

Raymond. ..tnx for the note and the info. Paul w. Has a full dance card just now but I'll
throw the upi reguest into the mix. You ought to ask the reporter to put in a standard
interview request so we don't miss any steps.. His bureau or he should be familiar with
the process.

Regarding your report, I passed it to feith and discussed it with him. 1It's good you are -
working on elliot. You might check in with peter rodman, who handles such matters i
olicy operation, and see what follow up if any is desirable. Pls call my office at
and ask for a rodman number. When you call, pls let rodman's folks know I asked
you to de so. All the best.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message-----
From: Raymond Tanter <rt54*bx6) ’
To: Lawrence DiRita <Larry.DiRitadb)(®)

‘ Sent: Fri Apr 01 10:10:08 2005
| Subject: Fwd: Deputy Secretary Wolfowit2
|

Larry:

As you may know, I worked with Deputy Secretary Wolfowitz when he was at State and I was
on the NSC gtaff and have been with him on several occasions since then.

Would be most grateful if you would forward this request for an interview with him by the
International Editor of UPI, Claude Salhani. He is a friend, an excellent journalist, and
I expect him to write a story that would be fair to Paul,.

With respect to the 10 FEB Iran Policy Committee report I sent to the Secretary via you,
recall that you forwarded it to 0SD/Policy for staffing. Because I have not heard from
Doug's office, what would you advise now?

Following your advice, I contacted Elliott Abrams, with whom I served in the Reagan-Bush
days, and expect to meet with him soon.

Attached is another copy of the IPC report for your convenience.

Also attached is an invitation to attend a meeting of the Congressional Iran Human Rights
and Democracy Caucus with our Iran Policy Committee 6 April 2005, 11:00 am to 12:00, 2253
Rayburn. Below is a summary of the tentative briefing program:

Raymond Tanter introduces IPC members in attendance and provides a brief overview of
threats and options from attached 10 February IPC White Paper, which IPC featured in a
rollout at the National Press Center on that date. See bios of the following persons in
the white Paper.

Paul Leventhal briefs on the Iranian nuclear threat, using the White Paper as a point of
departure, including recent ravelations of Tehran's violations of its international
| obligations.

Neil lexngstone briefs on Iran's state sponsorship of terrorism, includlng covert
activities in Iraq.

Bruce McColm briefs on Iran's violations of human rights, especially in light of current
protegsts by Iranian opposition groups.
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Captain Chuck Nash briefs on the diplomatic option, including state of play among the EU3,
USG, and Iran. : :

Colonel Bill Cowan briefs on pros and cons of the military option,

Clare Lopez briefs on Iranian opposition efforts to destabilize Iran, while diplomacy and
military planning continue.

Please note that IPC has briefed on Parliament Hill in Ottawa; Canadian Embassy in
Washington; had meetings with diplomats from several countries in the Middle East,
including the Embassy of France; and held press conferences throughout the country, e.q.,
in Washington, Dallas, and Miami.

IPC is also holding talks with the staff of the Congressional Iran Working Group about
briefing its Members following a meeting the Group plans to have with the EU3 Ambassadors.

Finally and .independent of my private activities above, have been appointed a consultant
to DASD Matt Waxman's on detainee affairs.

Look forward to hearing from you soon.

Ray
b)(6) ‘ (h)
(cell)
2
NY TIMES ' 4304



NY TIMES

10 February 2005

U.S. Policy Options for Iran

Prepared by:
Iran Policy Committee (IPC)

Co-Chairs:
Ambassador James Akins, (ret.)
Lt. Col. Bill Cowan, USMC (ret.), CEO, wvc3, inc.
Paul Levénthal, Founder and President Emeritus, Nuclear Control Institute

Dr. Neil Livingstone, CEQ, Global Options, Inc.

Bruce McColm, President, Institute for Democratic Strategies and
Former President, International Republican Institute

Lt. General (ret.) Thomas MclInerney
Former Assistant Vice Chief of Staff of the Air Force

Captain Chuck Nash (ret.)
President, Emerging Technologies International

Lt. General Edward Rowny (ret.)
Former Ambassador Strategic Arms Reduction Talks

Professor Raymond Tanter
Former Staff Member, National Security Council

Major General (ret.) Paul Vallely,
Military Committee Chairman, Center for Security Policy

Executive Director: Clare Lopez
Strategic Policy and Intelligence Analyst

Iran Policy Committee

3700 Massachusetis Avenue, NW

Suite 507, Washington DC 20016
202-333-7346 (o) 202-333-4126 (fax)

Copyright © 1PC, All Rights Reserved

4305




NY TIMES

U.S. Policy Options for Iran: Executive Summary
Iran poses six threats to American interests and ideals:

¢ Drive to acquire nuclear weapons

» Continuing support for and involvement with terrorist networks
¢ Publicly-stated opposition to the Arab-Israel peace process

« Disruptive role in Iraq

e Expansionist radical ideology

o Denial of basic human rights to its own population

With respect to these threats from [ran, Washington circles largely divide
between two alternatives—those who favor engagement with and those who
support military strikes against the regime. Few favor regime change as an
end in itself. '

While the Bush administration does not yet explicitly call for changing the
regime, it advocates working with the Iranian people as opposed to the
unelected theocracy in Tehran, which is an implicit policy of regime change.

By calling for change in Tehran based on the Iranian opposition instead of
the U.S. military, the Iran Policy Committee (IPC) highlights a third
alternative: Keep open diplomatic and military options, while providing a
central role for the Iranian opposition to facilitate regime change.

IPC joins the debate in Washington over Iran policy initiated by think tank
reports on [ran—Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), The Committee on
the Present Danger (CPD), and The Washington Institute for Near East
Policy (TWI). In contrast to the thrust of such reports, IPC suggests that
Iranian opposition groups ought to play a central role in U.S. policymaking
regarding [ran, .

Comprised of former officials who have worked on the Middle East in the
White House, State Department, Pentagon, intelligence agencies, Congress,
and experts from think tanks and vniversities, IPC welcomes the occasion to
support the Iranian people in pursuit of U.S. national interests. But continued
designation since 1997 of the main Iranian opposition group, Mujahedeen e-
Khalq (MEK), as a foreign terrorist organization by the State Department
assures Tehran that regime change is off the table. Removing the MEK's
terrorist designation would be a tangible signal to Tehran and to the Iranian
people that a new option is implicitly on the table—regime change.

N 2
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U.S. Policy Options for Iran
Introduction

“,..liberty in our land depends on the success of liberty in other Jands...So it
is the policy of the United States to seek and support the growth of
democratic movements and institutions in every nation and cuiture.

President George W, Bush, Inaugural Address, 20 January 2005
“As you stand for liberty, America stands with you.”

President George W. Bush, State of the Union Address, 2 February 2005

Using the theme of liberty in general from his Inaugural Address, President
Bush refers directly to the Iranian people in his State of the Union Address.
In so doing, he tacitly “targets” the regime in Tehran.

The question is what means should the President use to decrease threats
posed by Iran: '

« Continued negotiations, including positive and negative incentives
« Future military action
» Support for the Iranian opposition,

These options are neither mutually exclusive nor logically exhaustive; but
they do reflect courses of action being considered in Washington.

Because the Iranian regime’s policies pose direct threats to national security
interests and ideals of the United States Government (USG) and those of its
allies and friends, Iran is on the front burner of American foreign policy.

Consider these six Iranian threats 1o U.S. interests and ideals:

Drive to acquire nuclear weapons ‘

Continuing support for and involvement with terrorist networks .
Publicly-stated opposition to the Arab-Israel peace process
Disruptive role in Iraq

'Expansionist radical ideology

Denial of basic human rights to its own population
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The Iran Policy Committee (IPC) analyzes these dangers and makes
recommendations to meet them. It is not the intention of the IPC to duplicate
analysis already receiving consideration in policymaking circles; rather, this
policy paper offers a distinct perspective and recommends a course of action
that is different in key aspects from what has been proposed to date. IPC
seeks to build upon the President’s disposition to work with the Iranian
people by broadening options for American policymakers regarding Iran.

For too long, Washington has been divided between those who favor
engagement with and those who support military strikes against the Iranian
regime. The Committee stresses the potential for a third alternative: Keep
open diplomatic and military options, while providing a central role for the
Iranian opposition to facilitate regime change.

President Bush’s 2005 State of the Union Address ignores the leadership in
Iran in order to converse directly with Iranian people. And it is not his first
time doing so; indeed, the President’s radio address of December 2002
began the process of having a conversation with the people instcad of
diplomatic discourse with the regime.

The IPC urges the administration to acknowledge the threat posed to
American national security interests by the totalitarian theocracy in Tehran
and to adopt a policy that proactively steps forward to defend those interests.

Furthermore, the IPC believes that Washington should support the Iranian
people in their efforts to participate meaningfully in a representative
government that is responsive to their concerns; implicit in such support is
the recognition that the Iranian people have the right to choose and change
their own government, as they see fit. -

IPC joins the debate in Washington over Iran policy initiated by think tank
reports on Iran—Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), The Committee on
the Present Danger (CPD), and The Washington Institute for Near East
Policy (TWI). In contrast to the thrust of such reports, IPC suggests that
Iranian opposition groups ought to play a central role in U.S. policymaking
regarding Iran.

Themes running through these think tank reports include the following
reasons for dissatisfaction with American policy toward Iran. Critics hold
that U.S. policy is not well articulated because of bureaucratic differences;
there are too many or too few carrots in relation to sticks; and American
policy is not linked enough with Europe’s approach to Iran. The reports view

4
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the threat of sanctions and force as well as the promise of diplomacy ‘as
complementary tools in the Western arsenal. At issue is the mix between
negative and positive incentives, a formula for which there is little accord
among transatlantic partners.

While some place the burden on Washington to resolve Iran’s nuclear
proliferation activities and its state sponsored international terrorism, few
place that responsibility directly on the Iranian people. With the possible
exception of the CPD, there is too little acknowledgment of a role for
Iranians in general and groups opposed to the regime in particular. -

As a result, there is a niche for the Iran Policy Committee to address. Iranian
threats from the perspective of encouraging the people to be principal agents
change. Without the active participation of Iranians, moreover, regime
change from the outside is unlikely to succeed. :

En route to her first overseas mission to Europe on February 3, 2005,

Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice held that the Iranian people should have .

a chance to “change their own future,” a statement IPC considers as a
euphemism for regime change. '

Summing up the U.S. government’s principal concerns with respect to Iran,
Rice further stated that, “The goal of the administration is to have a regime
in Iran that is responsive to concems that we have about Iran’s policies,
which are about 180 degrees antithetical to our own interests at this point.”

While the debate in Washington concerns whether to make explicit its tacit
policy of regime change for Iran, the debate in the region is the race between
two clocks—a diplomatic and a nuclear timepiece.

On one hand, at issue is whether negotiations can slow down Tehran’s

- march toward nuclear weapons status before Iran acquires such status. The

Committee holds that the diplomacy is moving too slowly in relation to
nuclear weapons progress.

On the other hand, unless working with the Iranian people rapidly leads to
regime change in Tehran, the pace of nuclear weapons development might
leave Washington with what the Committee believes is the least desirable
option of waging military strikes against Iran.
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Iran’s Nuclear Weapons Program

Regarding impact in the region, the nature of the regime in Tehran is of
greater import than its nuclear weapons capability; An Iran with
representative institutions with a nuclear weapons capability would not be as
destabilizing as nuclear weapons in the hands of the unelected, expansionist
theocracy. The best outcome is a freely-elected, representative government
without nuclear weapons; only with such a govemment would such an
outcome be p0551ble ‘

The nightmare scenario is that a nuclear weapons capability in the hands of |
an aggressive and repressive regime in Tehran raises the possibility that it
could and would collaborate with transnational networks to carry out nuclear
terrorism. In any event, of the six critical threats posed by Iran, its drive to
acquire nuclear weapons is the first and most urgent.

According to June 2004 testimony by Undersecretary of State for Arms
Control and International Security, John Bolton, defense experts in the
United States strongly believe that Iran has'a clandestine program to produce
nuclear weapons. Speaking in January 20035, moreover, Bolton told reporters
that Iran’s repeated support for terrorism makes it particularly dangerous if
Tehran were to acquire nuclear weapons. :

There have been new revelations about the rapid pace of Iran’s nuclear
weapons progress since 2002, It is known that Iran is developing its
indigenous uranium mines; has built a uramum conversion facility at Isfahan
in central Iran; is building a: massive uranium enrichmeént facility at Natangz,
which is designed to house tens of thousands of centrifuges plus numerous
centrifuge production workshops, a heavy water production plant at Arak,
and a laser enrichment facility.

Revelations by diplomatic sources on February 3, 2005 suggest that Iran is
testing components of its centrifuge rotors, despite a November 2004 pledge
to freeze all such activities related to enrichment. That pledge led to an
agreement among Iran’s European mterlocutors and the International
Atomic Energy Agency (1IAEA) to put a hold on U.S. attempts to report Iran
to the UN Security Council for violatidns of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). The new revelations deal a serious
blow to any hopes that Iran intends to forego uranium enrichment en route to
a nuclear weapons capability.
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In separate developments on February 3, a spokesman for the main Iranian

opposition group charged that Iran has obtained materials and expertise to
make neutron initiators (“triggers”) for an atomic bomb. A senior official of
the National Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI), speaking in Paris, cited
secret sources inside Iran’s nuclear development programs. This person
accused Tehran of conducting a secret program to develop a nuclear
triggering mechanism using smuggled materials. He claimed that Iran has
produced or purchased from abroad quantities of polonium-210 and
beryllium, two elements required for building a “neutron mmator,” which is
an integral part of a nuclear bomb.

The facility where this work allegedly is taking place is a military-
installation on the outskirts of Tehran, known as Lavizan II. Remarkably, the
IAEA has not inspected Lavizan II yet, nor does it appear to be pressing for
inspections there, despite the site first being identified by the NCRI in
November 2004.

The NCRI has been instrumental in exposing Iran’s secret nuclear facilities
in the past. By relying on its network inside Iran of a member organization,
the Mujahedeen e-Khalq (MEK), the NCRI revealed a number of s1gn1ﬁcant
nuclear sites including Natanz, Arak, Ab-Ali, and Lavizan.

Despite the fact that Iran is a signatory to the NPT, Tehran has repeatedly
violated its provisions and continues to play fast and loose with JAEA
efforts to monitor compliance. The regime appears to be counting on the
apparently inexhaustible patience of the IAEA and the Europeans, who have
agreed to compromise after compromise with Iran, to avoid having the issue
brought before the United Nations (UN) Security Council, as pursued by the
United States. The longer this negotiation takes, the more time Iran has to
engage in covert activities, enabling it to acquire fissile materials to build
and test nuclear weapons.

_ In other words, time is on Iran’s side. The world cannot wait for proof

“beyond a reasonable doubt” of an Iranian bomb. The risks of delay are too
high. The international community should be prepared to act on the recent
discoveries of evidence of weapons-related nuclear activities. Discoveries
over the past two years, along with the revelations by Iranian opposition
groups that Iran is developing a nuclear trigger, constitute “clear and present
evidence” of illicit activities that, unless halted, may lead to bomb-making.

The general view among the experts is that, ‘if left undeterred, Iran is only
one to three years away from producing a nuclear bomb. Indeed, there are

7
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reports from a secret meeting that Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei
has ordered technicians to accelerate Iran’s nuclear program in order to
achieve nuclear weapons status by the end of 2005, '

There is a notion in certain policy circles that, if Iran feels threatened, the
hard-line clerics will be further induced to go nuclear. They propose offering
additional security assurances to Iran as an incentive to convince it to give
up its nuclear weapons progtam. Given the nature and behavior of the
regime, the more plausible argument is that unless they feel threatened, the
Iranian clerical rulers will continue their nuclear weapons program on the
assumption they can get away with it. Only the prospect of severe
consequences threatening the very existence of the regime could induce
them to forego nuclear weapons out of fear of the consequences.

Nuclear Delivery Systems: the Iranian Missile Prograin

Iran possesses one of the largest missile inventories in the Middle East. It
has acquired complete missile systems and developed an infrastructure to
build missiles indigenously. During military exercises held in September
2004, the Iranian Revolutionary Guards successfully test-fired a “strategic
missile,” likely the Shahab-3 rocket, which reportedly has a range of up to
2,000 kilometers and is capable of carrying a 760-1,000 kilogram warhead.
The Revolutionary Guards is officially armed with the Shahab-3 missiles.

Taken in combination with Iran’s drive to achieve a nuclear weapons
capability, its continuing support for radical Islamist terrorist groups and
avowed opposition to the existence of Israel, Iran’s demonstrated capability
to field an intercontinental ballistic missile raises much concern among
defense officials of many countries.

In December 2004, Iran’s main opposition coalition, the National Council
of Resistance of Iran (NCRI), uncovered a new missile program secretly
pursued by Iran, as well as a program to develop a nuclear warhead. The
new secret missile, produced at the Hemmat Missile Industries Complex in
northeast Tehran, is named Ghadar, NCRI reported. North Korean experts
are believed to be assisting the Iranian program at this complex.

- The Ghadar missile may have a range of 2,500 to 3,000 kilometers (1,550 to

1,860 miles). NCRI also reported that Iran has improved the guidance and
control system of its Shahab-4 missiles, based on a system acquired from

- China.
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In late January 2005, a Ukrainian legislator alleged that Kiev sold nuclear-
capable cruise missiles to Iran and China during the period from 1999-2001.

~The Kh-55 cruise missile has a range of 3,000 kilometers and is capable of

carrying a 200-kiloton nuclear warhead.

~In addition to Iran’s nuclear weapons program and its advanced delivery

system, a second threat posed by the regime is its support for and
involvement with international terrorist networks.,

Regime' Su]jport for International Terrorism

The Islamic Republic of Iran is the world’s number one state-sponsor of
terror. It created Hizballah, supports al Qaeda, Abu Musab al-Zargawi in
Iraq, Hamas, and Palestinian Islamic Jihad (P1J). Tehran operates at the heart
of a network of terrorist organizations engaged in murder, kidnapping,
bombing, and other atrocities calculated to sap the will of the United States
and the West to resist. '

Iran’s logistical, financial -and operational assistance takes the form of
providing terrorists safehaven, travel documents such as passports, weapons,
training and technical expertise.

- Information reveals a pattern of operational contacts between the Iranian

government and Osama bin Laden’s al Qaeda organization. These contacts
include: joint planning of terrorist operations, military training of bin Laden
operatives inside Iran and by Iranian IRGC and MOIS officers in Syria and
Lebanon, financial assistance to clandestine terrorist and surveillance cells,
false passports, and communications.

The 9/11 Commission report documented in great detail the logistical,
operational, and material support provided by Iran and Hizballah to al
Qaeda. This report, released in July 2004, echoes the earlier federal grand
jury findings about links between Iran and al Qaeda. The Commission’s
report stated that Iran’s support of al Qaeda dates back to 1991, when
operatives from both sides met in Sudan; by 1993, “al Qaeda received advice
and training from Hezbollah” in intelligence, security, and explosives,
especially in how to use truck bombs, The training took place in the Beka’a
Valley, Hizballah's stronghold in Lebanon.

According. to the 9/11 commission report, there is strong evidence that Iran
facilitated the transit of al Qaeda members into and out of Afghanistan
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before 9/11, and that some of these were future 9/11 hijackers. Iran’s support
for al Qaeda has continued. »

Iran’s Opposition to the Arab-Israel Peace Process

Tehran was instrumental in the creation of Lebanese Hizballah, which
formed in 1982 under the sponsorship of Iran’s Revolutionary Guard Corps
(IRGC), who arrived in Lebanon as the vanguard of Khomeini’s Islamic
revolution.

Iran continues to provide Hizballah with money, equipment, training
locations, and refuge from extradition. Its overall financial support to
Hizballah and Hamas totals tens of millions of dollars in direct subsidies
each year.

Iranian Designs in Iraq

Demography and geography facilitate the impact of Iran’s expansionist
ideology. With a population three times Iraq’s and a contiguous territory
four times Iraq’s, Iran exerts a naturally powerful influence on its western
néighbor. Iraq’s longest border is with Iran {(over 900 miles), and the vast
majority of the Iraqi population lives within a 100-mile distance from the
Iranian border, placing it well within the sphere of Tehran’s expansionist
ideology. '

Shiite pilgrims began flowing once again after 2003 between the holy places
in Iran and those in Iraq, especially the holy shrines in Najaf and Karbala.
Iranian intelligence agents also flooded the country. They quietly and
effectively set up a network of agents across Iraq, recruiting and training
local village people, former Iraqi military officers, politicians, and young
men to collect intelligence on Coalition forces and facilities.

A long period of secular Ba’athist domination in Iraq punctuated by a savage
eight-year war between Iran and Iraq countered Iranian political influence in
the region. During this time, westward expansion of Iran’s theocratic
ideology declined. With the April 2003 collapse of Saddam Hussein’s
regime and ensuing breakup of existing security and border patrol forces,
Iran seized the chance to spread its influence and launched a multifaceted
military, intelligence, and political campaign in Iraq.

Along with intelligence agehts, the Iranian Revolutionary Guard Corps
{(IRGC) and the Ministry of Intelligence (MOIS) also sent suicide bombers,
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money, and weapons to support insurgents fighting against Coalition forces
in Iraq. Testimony and documentary evidence show that officials at the

‘highest level of the Iranian regime have been involved with planning and

providing support for terrorists and suicide bombers affiliated not only with
the upstart Shiite cleric, Moqtada al-Sadr, but with the forces of wanted
Jordanian terrorist and al Qaeda associate, Abu Musab al-Zarqawi, and
Ba’athist loyalists as well. ‘

In late January 2004, an Iraqi terrorist leader captured in Falluja and accused
of carrying out beheadings and deadly attacks, claimed that his group was
linked to Tehran. In footage aired January 8, 2005 on the U.S.-run television
channel, Al-Hurra, Ahmed Yassin, a leader of the Jaish Muhammed

(Muhammed’s Army) and a former colonel in Saddam Hussein’s army, said

two members of his group went to Iran in April or May, where they met a
number of Iranian intelligence officials and Iran’s Supreme Leader
Khamenei. Iranian officials provided money, weapons, and even “car
bombs.” During December 2004, the Najaf police chief said that the
commander of three terrorists arrested in connection with a car bomb that
exploded in the holy city on December 26 had extensive connections to
Iran’s Ministry of Intelligence.

Tehran also recruited over four thousand volunteers for suicide operations in
Iraq in public ceremonies in Iran attended by prominent Revolutionary
Guards commanders.

Iranian intelligence services have pumped millions of dollars and hundreds
of operatives into Iraq. In a press conference in Qctober 2004, Iraq’s
national iotelligence chief, Mohammed Al Shahwani, accused Iran’s
Baghdad embassy of recruiting elements for sabotage operations and
assassinations of his intelligence agents. He said that documents showed Iran
had a $45-million budget for sowing chaos in Iraq. At least 27 people
working in the Iranian embassy in Baghdad were coordinating intelligence-
gathering operations and assassinations, the spy chief added. '

Iranian meddling is aimed at frustrating the emergence of a stable and
representative government in Irag and also at keeping the United States so
occupied in dealing with the insurgency that it would have neither the- will
nor the resources to pressure Iran on the nuclear issue. In the months and
weeks leading up to national elections in January 2005, both Iraqi President
Ghazi al-Yawar and Jordan’s King Abdullah charged that Iran was heavily
involved in attempting to influence the outcome to produce a Shiite-
dominated government similar to Iran’s, In an interview with the Kuwaiti
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daily, A4J-Qabas on January 6, 2005, Iraqi Defense Minister Hazem Shaalan
accused the lranlan regime of “interfering [in Iraq] with money, guns, and
intelligence.”

With the apparent success of the Iragi elections, Iraq has now entered a new
phase. Only a day after the January 2005 elections, Iranian media and web
sites claimed victory, comparing the Shiites’ gain in the elections with the
Iranian revolution that brought an Islamic system to power or with the rise of
Hizballah in the Lebanese political scene in the Middle East..

The first and most pressing post-election challenge is to ensure the selection
of a representative National Assembly that would draft a modem, broad-
minded constitution for Iraq. The aim would be to reflect Iraq’s Islamic soul
but avoid a narrow formula for goverance based solely on Sharia law. It is
to be expected that Iran will seek to influence the members of the Natlonal
Assembly and their drafting of this constitution.

The makeup of the future interim government is equally important and might
succeed to avoid Iranian dominance by seeking as diverse participation as
possible from all sectors of Iraqi society. In the transitional period before the
constitution comes up for a vote and a permanent government and military
and security structure is in place, it will be critical to monitor Iranian efforts
to influence the process.

Expansionist Radical Ideology

Iran’s “Velayat e-Fagih” system poses both an immediate and continuing
threat to neighbors because of its aggressive policy of expansion. This policy
is evident in Iranian actions in Lebanon and Irag, where calculated
cultivation of terrorism is an mseparable characteristic of the theocratic
system.

Export of terrorism and extremism is an intrinsic attribute of Iran’s
theocratic system. Tehran’s rulers believe their power lies in awakening the
Islamic world to their Islamist ideology. Iran’s leadership clearly believes
the Islamic Republic's survival depends on the support of such a global
force.

Denial of Basic Human Rights to its own citizens:

The human rights situation in Iran has deteriorated severely over the past
year. Ironically, the European Union’s “human rights dialogue” has had the
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opposite effect from that intended because the regime has continued its
suppression of the Iranian citizenry.

In December 2004, the United Nations in a resolution criticized Iran for
public executions, arbitrary sentencing, flogging, stoning, and systematic
discrimination against women. The measure also condemned “the execution
of minors below eighteen years of age, ‘and the use of torture and other forms
of cruel, inhuman and degrading punishment.” It also rebuked Iran for
discrimination against minorities, including Christians, Jews, Sunnis, and the
Baha’is, '

Gender discrimination and violence against women in Iran continue to give
cause for prave concern. The parliament has called for placing more
restrictions on women's attire and on their social freedoms. Deputies have
also called for segregating men and women at universities and for other
limits on women's activities. The number of publications closed down and of
people arrested, prosecuted and sentenced for the peaceful expression of
their opinion has increased.

While the humen rights situation deteriorated in Iran, the public discontent
has been on the rise. ‘ '

Political Dissent in Iran

Over the past year, hundreds of anti-government demonstrations were held
in Iran, further destabilizing the regime. Originating with complaints over
municipal issues, a series of anti-regime demonstrations that erupted in 2004
in many provincial cities, such as Feraydoun Kenar, Boukan, and the
earthquake-stricken city of Bam, reportedly targeted government buildings,
vehicles, and security forces.

In December 2004, students at Tehran University gave President Khatami an
angry and humiliating reception when he admitted to the role he played in
preserving the regime. They shouted, “Shame, shame” while calling him a
liar and demanding his resignation.

The anti-regime movement, partly derailed by the false expectations aroused

as a result of the election of Khatami as president in 1997, has now gained a

new momentum. The disillusionment of the population with Khatami took

place in July 1999, when he failed to support a student demonstration that

turned into a six-day popular uprising, spreading to 19 cities and shaking the

foundations of the regime. In the midst of a bloody crackdown on the
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students, Khatami opted to stand by the establishment; many believe he may
have ordered some of the crackdown himself.

The opposition movement meanwhile continued its expansion, and since
1999, many student demonstrations and popular protests have rocked Tehran
and other cities.

In Search of a New Approach toward Iran: Options

Some American policy advisors urge the administration to refrain from
taking a hard line with Tehran because they interpret recent dévelopments
inside Iran as pointing to an impending collapse of the system, much like the
Soviet implosion that led to the end of the communist regime in the USSR.
Other policymakers advocate engagement with the ruling clerics in Tehran
in order to solve controversial issues outstanding between the two countries.

In a difficult atmosphere of diplomatic gridlock, internal and international
ideological divisions, and faced with an unappealing slate of military

.options, the United States needs a broad set of options. This paper outlines a

full spectrum of approaches toward Iran, beginning with diplomacy and
moving through increasingly more coercive measures, culminating with an
outright commitment to regime change.

Diplomacy

Proponents of the diplomatic approach hold that the United States has not
offered enough carrots to Iran to address its security concerns. In addition, it
is necessary to convince Tehran that it is in its own interests to abandon
outlaw behavior, they contend.

There are several carrots that might be offered to the Iranian regime in the
hope - that a good-faith demonstration by the West to an approach of
engagement would elicit desired compliance with international norms of
behavior, Most of these incentives have already been placed on the table.

This diplomatic approach requires that Washington cooperate with
Europeans to present a united front to the regime. With the example of U.S.
resolve in Afghanistan and Iraq before them, the Iranian leadership might be
persuaded to reach the appropriate conclusions, if the principal European

interlocutors were to emphasize the limits of their ability to influence, much
less control, American foreign policy decisions. In a version of “good cop —
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bad cop,” the message would be conveyed that there are consequences for
noncompliance that are beyond European ability to control.

An effort to acknowledge the legitimacy of Iranian national desires for a
civilian nuclear power program might provide Iran an opportunity to
demonstrate its peaceful intentions, according to diplomatic approach.

"To enhance the acknowledged benefit of exchange programs that bring

foreign students and business leaders to the United States for study and
travel opportunities, Washington should look for ways to expand such
exchange programs, consistent with the requirements of homeland security.

. Coercive Diplomacy

A frapk evaluation of the track record so far on attempts at diplomatic
engagement with the ruling regime in Tehran must conclude that such an
approach is not working and probably will not ever succeed, if not stiffened
with more stringent measures. Such measures would begin exacting
penalties from Iran if it does not comply.

At the top of the list of penalties are econemic sanctions, which will not
succeed uniess applied in concerted and cooperative fashion by all of Iran’s
major Western trading partners. Such sanctions would include oil; ban on
aitline travel; prohibition ‘of financial transaction, bilateral or multilateral
economic assistance, and general trade.

Increased funding and strong congressional backing for radio and satellite
television broadcasts into Iran would send the message that Washington

wants to reach out to the Iranian people. Public statements of support from
American officials in favor of imprisoned and exiled Iranian political leadcrs
would be an encouraging sign of support for the people.

The U.S. State Department can send a strong message of disapproval to the

-regime in Tehran by refusing to issue visas to its United Nations

representatives that would permit them to travel beyond the immediate
radius surrounding New York City (as occasionally has been done).

In the same vein, the activities of Iran’s diplomatic representation at the
regime’s interest section in the Embassy of Pakistan in Washington, as well

as at the regime’s UN mission in New York, should continue to be closely
observed by the appropriate domestic intelligence and other agencies for
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possible unlawful activities that may include espionage, threat, intimidation,
or unlawful lobbying with Members of Congress.

Also relevant is a threat of action by an international tribunal for Iranian
leadership crimes. It might charge the leaders with support for transnational
terrorism and human rights abuses. This threat might be made tangible by
bringing a legal case against Supreme Leader Khamenei.

Most important of all, the United States must stay the course in Iraq to
ensure that a moderate system takes hold;, which is representative,
committed to fairness for all Iraqis, and intolerant only of terrorism and
violence. Helping the voices of moderate Iragi Muslims to be heard and
protecting them from intimidation by agents of Iranian terror should go a
long way te encourage emergence of like-minded moderates within Iran.

As efforts on the diplomatic front are under way, the United States should
accelerate its outreach to the Iranian people, as part of the process to help
them change their future.

Destabilization

Application of the diplomatic measures may not alter the regime’s behavior
on those issues of paramount concemn to the international community, such
as support for terror, pursuit of WMD programs, meddling inside Irag, and
violation of its citizens’ human rights. If not, then Washington should be
prepared to embrace a new option, short of direct military action, but which
might have the best chance for success.

- The middle option would open a campaign of destabilization, whose aim

would be to weaken the grip of the ruling regime over the Iranian people
sufficiently that Iranian opposition groups inside the country and abroad are
empowered to change the regime. To the extent that any or all of the

- foregoing diplomatic measures, coercive or not, are deemed useful, their

application should be sustained during a destabilization phase.

However implausible or unlikely to be taken seriously, an American call for
Iranian Supreme Leader Khamenei and his cohorts “to return to the mosque”

. might set the stage and be used as a point' of departure for further

negotiations. Such a call might give the international community a
foundation upon which to build a case against the regime.
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The next stage of an American-led campaign to compel conformity to
international norms of behavior would be to encourage Iranian opposition
groups. This is an option that has never actually been on the table and has
not been explored sufficiently; this option relies on the Iranian opposition to
take the lead role in coordinating a campaign for regime change and
establishing representative institutions.

Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice told reporters on her February 2005
European trip, "The Iranian people should be no different from the
Palestinians or Iraqgis or other peoples around the world." That is, the people
of Iran are not immune to the wave of democracy in the Middle East.

In January 2005, six prominént members of the U.S. Congress, led by House
International Relations subcommittee chair for Middle East and Central

- Asia, lleana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL), as well as Tom Lantos (D-CA), Eric

Cantor (R-VA), Howard Berman (D-CA), Steve Chabot (R-OH), and Gary
Ackerman (D-NY), introduced the Iran Freedom Support Act (H.R. 282),

. with more: than 50 co-sponsors. It would provide U.S. assistance ‘to

independent broadcasts into Iran and to pro-democracy groups.

The best-known of the Iranian opposition groups is the Mujahideen-e Khalq
(MEK). Founded in the 1960s.by college students, the MEK participated in
the 1979 revolution against the Shah, but quickly fell out with Ayatollah
Khomeini, who executed thousands of its members and leaders. Following
the start of mass executions in June 1981, the group went underground, and
many of its leaders fled to France from 1981 to 1986, after which the MEK -

- took refuge in Iraq.

While in Iraq, the group formed an army equipped with tanks, armored
personnel carriers, and field guns, implementing cross-border attacks against
the Iranian regime. The MEK network in Iran also carried out military
operations against the Revolutionary Guards and other government targets.
The MEK has represented a significant security threat to the Iranian regime
ever since-the end of the Iran-Iraq War and could continue to do so, were it
released from its circumscribed status in Iraq.

United States policy toward the MEK has been ambivalent and controversial
over the years and reached a nadir in 1997, when the Depariment of State
placed the MEK on its Foreign Terrorist Organizations list. This inclusion

- was primarily a goodwill gesture to Mohammad Khatami, the newly-elected

Iranian president, whose administration was looked to with much hope for
its reformist promise. Despite the State Department’s accusations that the
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MEK murdered Americans in mid 1970s and supported the U.S. embassy
takeover in Tehran in 1980—charges the organization denies—the MEK has
not attacked or targeted U.S. interests since the 1979 Iranian revolution.

Nevertheless, the State Department added the major political wing of the
Iranian opposition, NCRI, to the Department’s terrorist designation;
previously, NCRI had operated in the United States as a legitimate,
registered organization.

Before surrendering hundreds of tanks and armored personnel carriers to the

~ U.S. military, the MEK had notable mechanized and infantry capabilities.

The fledgling Iraqi Army uses some of this equipment, since 2004.

The MEK seems to have an impressive network in Iran, where it has been
gathering intelligence on Iran’s nuclear weapons program as well as its
activities in Iraq. The MEK published a book detailing the particulars and
pictures of nearly 22 thousand people—mostly associated with the MEK—
executed for political charges by the [ranian government.

There is sizable support among the exile Iranian community for the MEK,
which often draws large crowds to its rallies and demonstratlons in westemn

.capitals.

The MEK’s Relationship with the U.S. Military in Irag

Months before the start of the 2003 War in Iraq, the United States’ major
concern was Iraq’s eastern neighbor, and its perceived involvement in the
conflict that might have complicated the situation in the region. Washington,
therefore, offered to alleviate Iran’s concems by bombing and destroying the
MEK, hoping to reach an accommodation with Iran in a post-Saddam Iraq.

Days after the start of U.S. bombing of Saddam’s forces in late March and
early April of 2003, Coalition planes heavily bombed nearly a dozen bases
belonging to the MEK, killing dozens of fighters and wounding many more.

U.S. Special Forces worked out a ceasefire agreement with the MEK in
April 15,2003, once the MEK consolidated its forces in a few camps north
of Baghdad. The United States decided in May 2003 to disarm the group,
and confiscated 2,139 tanks, armored personnel carriers, artillery pieces, air
defense artillery pieces, and miscellaneous vehicles formerly in the MEK’s
possession.
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In August 2003, in what appeared to be a response to Iranian demands, the
State Department acted to close down the offices of MEK associate groups
in Washington.

Tehran has been particularly sensitive to the MEK activities inside Iran and -
abroad, signaling that it takes the dissident group most seriously. European
governments and some U.S. administrations have used the MEK as bait to
improve relations with Tehran. In a similar vein, the November 2004
European Union nuclear agreement with Iran includes an EU promise to
treat the MEK as a terrorist group, which addressed Iran’s security concems.

Although it is difficult if not impossible to gauge the level of support MEK
enjoys in Iran, this organization is indisputably the largest and most
organized Iranian opposition group. There are nearly 3,800 of its members in
Camp Ashraf, 60 miles north of Baghdad. Females constitute nearly a third
of its rank and file. .

As of February 2005, the State Department still listed the MEK as a foreign
terrorist organization, despite calls for its removal from the list by many
members of the U.S. Congress and others.

The MEK and other Opposition Groups Support of U.S. Interests

The lack of viable intelligence about Iran continues to plague analysts and
planners. As stated earlier, the MEK and NCRI revealed much of the
information that has been verified about Tehran’s nuclear weapons
programs. In this respect, Washington might consider using intelligence
made available from opposition groups as lead information, i.e., to be
verified using independent means.

'A 16-month investigation by the State Department and other government

agencies of the MEK members in Iraq culminated in the 2004 judgment that
they were “protected persons under the Fourth Geneva Convention,” and
that there was no basis to charge any of them with terrorist actions.

At this juncture in 20085, therefore, a review of U.S. policy concerning the
MEK and the overall Iranian opposition is in order. The designation of the
MEK as a foreign terrorist organization by the State Department has served,
since 1997, as an assurance to the Iranian regime that the United States has
removed the regime change option from the table. Removing the terrorist
designation from the MEK could serve as the most tangible signal to the
Iranian regime, as well as to the Iranian people, that a new option is now on
the table. Removal might also have the effect of supporting President Bush's
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assertion that America stands with the people of Iran in their struggle to
liberate themselves. '

In the same way that the United States was receptive to South African anti-
apartheid leaders and the .Soviet Union’s anti-communist activists,
Washington should invite prominent opposition figures both in Iran and in
exile to the United States. They might meet with U.S. officials, Members of
Congress, academics, think tanks, and the media, The European Parliament
offered such an example in December 2004, when it invited Maryam Rajavi,
the president of the NCRI to its headquarters in Strasburg, where she offered
an alternative view to that of the Iranian regime. Tehran’s angry reaction to
this invitation served to highlight the effectiveness of such measures.

As an additional step, the United States might encourage the new Iraqi
government to extend formal recognition to the MEK, based in Ashraf, as a
legitimate political organization. Such recognition would send yet another -
signal from neighboring Iraq that the noose is tightening around Iran’s
unelected rulers.

In light of the MEK’s status as protected persons under the Fourth Geneva
Convention and the continued protection that the U.S. military provides the
group in Iraq, Washington has an opportunity to decide whether to return to

“the MEK its weapons, which would relieve responsibility from the American

military for the protection of its camps and personnel. Such a move also
would send an unambiguous signal to the Iranian regime that it faces an
enabled and determined opposition on its borders.

Iranian groups, whether domestic or internationally-based, which seek to
broadcast or publish pro-democracy messages inside the country might be
provided with equipment, facilities, funding, and support. Relatively modest
expenditures on such purposes can spell the difference between a capability
for such groups to get their message out to international publics and in Iran.

The United States should make it official policy to protest publicly cases of
human rights violations, crackdown on Iranian student demonstrators, and
application of inhumane and degrading punishments, such as stoning to
death, flogging, eye gouging, and amputation. Washington should be
particularly vigilante in providing political and moral support to student
demonstrators in Iran and hold Tehran accountable for the arrest and Killing
of students during anti-government demonstrations.
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Should the Unites States reach a decision to support an explicit policy of
regime change in Iran, a Presidential Finding would be a necessary first step,
enabling many activities by U.S. entities that cannot take place without such
a finding. :

The United States should ensure that Iran understands that neither it nor the
Iranian opposition will take any option off the table, if Iran remains
unwilling to address adequately international concerns about its nuclear
programs in particular. The goal is to ensure that democracy, tolerance, and
the rule of law are established in an Iran that abjures use of WMD, terrorism,
and threats against its neighbors. Bringing Tehran’s flagrant non-compliance
with the NPT before the UN Security Council would be an important first
step. ' ’

In Search of a New Approach: The Military Option

“We do not want American armies marching on Tehran,” then-Secretary of
State Colin Powell said in November 2004. Despite the official position of
the administration, there are some who suggest that given the failure of the
engagement option over the past quarter century and the urgency to counter
the Iranian threat, Washington should adopt 2 military option. Despite its
risks and implications, they are willing to absorb the costs and
consequences. Proponents .of strikes believe that United States interests arc
better served by taking preventive military action in the present than facing
the future nightmare of a nuclear Iran with extensive regional dominance
armed with the ideology of hate.

Conventional force military options have a broad spectrum upon which to
draw, which individually or collectively might evoke different results and/or
responses from the Iranian regime. :

Air options include low-end, minimal-risk overflights of unmanned aerial
vehicles into Iranian airspace for purposes of reconnaissance, psychological
impact, testing of Iranian response and capabilities. In addition, maximum
options consist of airstrikes by manned aircraft and drones as well as cruise
missile attacks against targeted facilities, installations, bases, and command
or research centers.

Naval options range from low end overt open waters surveillance and
harassment of Iranian shipping to maximum options such as introduction of
major forces into theater and a full blockade of Iranian ports and waters.
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On one hand, ground forces options include a low-end approach of
pressuring Iran through the buildup of conventional ground forces and
supporting logistics capability along borders and at strategic locations within
the region. On the other hand, there are high-end options, such as a well-
planned, fully-coordinated and -executed ground assauit into Iran.

On one hand, Special Operations Forces options include low-end clandestine
ground operations supported by air insertion/extraction to acquire target
information, emplace sensors or precision guidance beacons, or preposition
arms/equipment for local insurgents. On the other hand, high-end options
consist of direct action missions against pre-selected targets, link-up with
indigenous forces to engage and attack government facilities, bases, and
personnel. In total context, combinations of the various minimal to
maximum options provide a wide array of choices that can exert significant
impact on Tehran and influence the regime economically, diplomatically,
and politically. :

Given the above capabilities, potential military options include;

Limited Actions: Clandestine insertions of Special Operations Forces to
acquire precision target information, emplace remote sensors, and
preposition arms/equipment. Such actions offer the ability to gather
unobtrusively more reliable information than currently available through
other military means; these actions also might establish sustainability for
future operations. But, such actions do not cause the regime to react as long
as such actions remain clandestine and the regime unaware. There is the
possibility of extremely negative reaction- from various entities
internationally and in Iran if such activity were compromised or uncovered.

Moderate Actions: Limited naval blockade that overtly conducts
surveillance and harasses Iranian flagged shipping; overt overflights of
Iranian airspace by U.S. surveillance aircraft and unmanned platforms;
limited buildup of U.S. forces, supplies, and equipment in friendly countries
adjacent to Iran; stationing of U.S. Marine amphibious forces off the coast;
overt equipping of Iranian dissident groups; limited precision strikes or
special operations activities against known WMD targets or munitions
factories.

As such measures become increasingly visible to the international public, a
negative reaction might occur from many quarters, including, of course,
Iran, which would seek diplomatic support in world forums to oppose U.S.
activities. Assuming the effectiveness of any actual military strikes that
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cause damage to Iran’s WMD or other indigenous military capabilities, such
offensive measures would degrade Iran’s ability to employ/deploy its
weapons against United States or other friendly interests.

Ouuage from some comers of the globe is to be expected; the possibility of
loss or capture of some U.S. service personnel might create a new dimension
to the problem; outright military action also might toughen the resolve of the

Iranian regime and even turn some of the Iranian people against the

attacking forces. Serious consideration must be given to the likelihood that
under the extreme stress of being attacked, Iran might unleash Hizballah and
other terrorist organizations around the world to launch terrorist attacks

-against United States and/or other fiiendly interests. The ultimate potential

for pulling the Washington into a full-scale military confrontation with Iran
must be weighed before any military action, however limited, is considered.

Maximum actions: Full-scale naval blockade, the landing of U.S. Marine
Corps amphibious forces at strategic locations, introduction of airborne,
Ranger, Green Beret, or SEAL forces to seize key objectives, and cross-
border invasion by land forces. All these actions would be fully supported by
preparatory airstrikes intended to disable and destroy command and control
centers, anti-aircraft capabilities, as well as key military and logistics
centers. '

Full-scale military invasion on the scale of Iraq or Afghanistan would be a
very serious step, embarked upon with only one ultimate objective in mind:
the overthrow of the regime in Tehran and the forcible' occupation of the
country. In addition to the destruction of regular army, IRGC, and MOIS
military units together with their armaments, such an invasion would also
number among its objectives the elimination of Iran’s WMD programs, and
thereby, the ending of WMD threats from Iran.

Full-scale military invasion of Iran, even if supported by an internationai
coalition, would be likely to elicit outrage from many corners of the globe.
An invasion would be likely to incur higher casualties and a much longer
period of intense, widespread conflict than that experienced in Iraq. Given
the size and population of Iran, a full-scale invasion would require a force
several times the size of the force in Iraq; continued strain on the overall
U.S. military structure’ and its available resources would affect long-term
sustainability of any such operation and the overall ability of U. S armed
forces to respond to crises elsewhere.
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Conclusion: .

Recall the nuclear time clock that is ticking down as Iran drives to reach
nuclear weapons capability. If the regime continues to prove intransigent
with respect to fulfilling its obligations under the NPT, the international
community may not have the luxury of pursuing only a regime change
policy. The theocratic leadership in Tehran must know that they will not be
permitted to achieve a nuclear bomb status. A military option, which could
include limited strikes against Iran’s nuclear program infrastructure, clearly
would be a last option but must clearly be understood to remain on the table.

Given the realities in the region and the fact that the United States continues
to be engaged in Afghanistan and Iraq, a full-scale military invasion is the
least appealing of all the options on the table for dealing with Iran.
Nevertheless, as the ultimate means of ensuring U.S. national security
interests, such military action must remain unambiguously among the
options at U.S. disposal. '

The moderate action option that includes limited military strikes would at
best buy time while leaving intact or even enhancing the overall threat of the
regime in areas like terrorism, opposition to the Arab-Israel peace process,
and involvement in Iraq. Nevertheless, limited, precision military strikes,
executed according to high quality targeting information with minimal
collateral damage and casualties might not only set back Iran’s nuclear
program to a significant degree but likely would also help destabilize the
regime.

In addition, diplomacy pursued by the Europeans and several U.S.
administrations has produced little tangible result over the past quarter
century.. And unless the potential for UN Security Council sanctions is on
the table, diplomacy is likely to yield few results in the future.

While keeping open diplomatic and military options, Washington should
_ consider a third alternative, one that provides a central role for the Iranian

opposition to facilitate regime change.
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Appendix

Iran Policy Committee (IPC)
Co-Chair Biographies

James Akins, Ambassador (ret.): James Akins was U.S. ambassador to
Saudi Arabia during the Nixon administration. An internationally respected
expert on Middle East and energy issues, Akins has been an active and
outspoken proponent for a just resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict and a
prescient analyst of the Middle East peace process and Arab politics in
general. Author Jean-Jacques Servan Schreiber has called Akins “the
westerner who knows the most about the Middle East. and has the closest
relationship of trust with its leaders.”

Lt. Col. Bill Cowan, USMC (ret.), co-founder of wvc3, inc,: Bill Cowan
is an internationally acknowledged expett in areas of terrorism, homeland
security, intelligence, and military special operations. A retired Marine
Corps officer, Cowan spent three-and-a-half years on combat assignments in
Vietnam. From 1989 through 1994, Cowan was involved in numerous
operations in the Middle East in response to terrorist incidents and the
holding of Western hostages in Beirut and Kuwait. He was directly involved
in -every facet of the Beirut hostages drama, including international

_ negotiations leading to their release in 1991.

In 1990, on behalf of a major New York law firm and working with former.
CIA Director Bill Colby, he organized and successfully conducted a series
of operations resulting in the repatriation of a number of Westemn hostages
from Iragi-occupied Kuwait. Cowan is a FOX News Channel contributor
and a co-founder of the WVC3 Group, a company providing homeland
security services, support and technologies to government and commercial
clients.

Paul Leventhal, Founder and President, Nuclear Control Institute: Paul

"Leventhal founded the Nuclear Control Institute (NCI) in 1981 and served as

its President for 22 years prior to becoming Senior Advisor and Founding
President in June 2002. He prepared four books for the Institute and lectured
in a number of countries on nuclear issues, including as Distinguished
Visiting Fellow at Cambridge University’s Global Security Programme.
Prior to establishing NCI, Leventhal held senior staff positions in the United
States Senate on nuclear power and proliferation issues.
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Leventhal was Special Counsel to the Senate Government Operations
Committee and Staff Director of the Senate Nuclear Regulation
Subcommittee; Leventhal was responsible for the investigations and
legislation that resulted in enactment of two landmark nuclear laws—the
Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act
of 1978. He also served as co-director of the Senate Special Investigation of
the Three Mile Island Nuclear Accident and Assistant Administrator for
Policy and Planning at the U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA). Leventhal holds a bachelor’s degree from Franklin
and Marshall College and a master’s degree from the Columbla University
Graduate School of Journalism.

Dr. Neil Livingstone, CEO, Global Options, Inc., an international risk
management and business solutions company, headquartered in Washington.
Livingstone is author of nine books on terrorism and national security topics
and more than 200 articles that have appeared in such publications as The
Washington Post, The New York Times, and The Wall Street Journal. He
serves on numerous corporate and other advisory boards, and has appeared
on more than 1100 television programs. He holds an A.B. from the College
of William and Mary, three master’s degrees, and a Ph.D. from the Fletcher
School of Law and Diplomacy.

R. Bruce McColm, President Institute for Democratic Strategies and
Former President, International Republican Institute: McColm is the
President of Democratic Strategies, a non-profit organization committed to
strengthening democratic processes abroad. For the past 25 years, he has
been actively involved in the global movement toward democracy and has
written extensively on political transitions in Latin America, Africa, and
Central Europe. He has served on numerous boards of directors and acts as a
trustee for various private -foundations and advocacy groups. McColm
served as president of the International Republican Institute, where he
extended the organization’s capacity to provide technical assistance on
economic and political reform around the world, introducing the use of
information technologies to democracy programs. Previously, McColm
worked in a variety of capacities at-Freedom House, a New -York-based
human rights organization and also was elected a member of the Inter-
American Commission of Human Rights by the General Assembly of the
Organization of American States (OAS). McColm was educated at William
College, Harvard University, and the University of Chicago.

" Lt. General Thomas Mclnerney 'USAF, (Ret.): General McInemey
established his own consulting firm, GRTT (Government Reform Through
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| Technology) in January 2000. Working with high-tech companies that do
. business with federal, state, city, and local governments, GRRT helps them

introduce advanced technology into the private sector. From 1996-1999,
Gen. McInerney was Chief Executive Officer and President of Business
Executives for National Security (BENS), a national, nonpartisan
organization of business and professional leaders, with headquarters in
Washington. Prior to joining BENS, Gen. Mcinerney was Vice President of
Corimand and Control for Loral Defense Systems-Eagan. He joined Loral
(then Unisys Electronic Systems Division) in 1994, following 35 years as a
pilot, commander, and Joint Force Commander in the United States Air
Force. Gen. MclInerney retired from military service as Assistant Vice Chief
of Staff of the Air Force and as Director of the Defense Performance Review
(DPR), reporting to the Secretary of Defense. In that capacity, he led the
Pentagon’s “reinventing government” effort, visiting more than 100 leading-
edge commercial companies to assimilate their ideas about business re-
engineering.

Gen. Mclnerney eamed a Bachelor of Science degree at the U.S. Military

~ Academy in 1959 and a master’s degree in international relations from

George Washington University in 1972. He completed Armed Forces Staff
College in 1970 and the National War College in 1973. Gen. Mclnerney is a
member of several Boards of Directors.

Captain Charles T. “Chuck” Nash, USN (ret.) is the founder and
President of Emerging Technologies International, Inc. (ETII). The
company’s focus is to understand military requirements and then actively
search out and identify high leverage, emerging technologies that can be
inserted quickly and inexpensively into tools for the U.S. military. Clients
include government laboratories and commercial technology companies.
Previously, Capt. Nash served as Vice President, Emerging Technologies
Group, Santa Barbara Applied Research, Inc. For 25 years before that, Capt.
Nash served as an officer in the U.S. Navy, accumulating over 4,300 hours
of flight time and 965 carrier landings on nine different aircraft carriers as a
Naval Aviator. He served in a variety of command positions with Naval
Operations at the Pentagon and U.S. Naval Forces Europe and has filled
billets with U.S. and foreign special operations forces in Turkey, Northern
Iraq and elsewhere. Capt. Nash previously served on the Defense Threat
Reduction Agency (DTRA) and on the Naval Air Systems Command
(NAVAIR) Expert Panel for the Supersonic Cruise Missile Advanced
Concept Technology Demonstration. He was a sponsor and co-chairman of
the OPNAYV High Speed Strike Information Day, Johns Hopkins Applied
Physics Laboratory (JHHAPL). Curtently, he serves on a number of Boards of
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Directors and is an advisor to the Chairman of the Board of Isothermal
Systems Research, Inc. and to the President and CEO of Vision
Technologies International, Inc. Capt. Nash earned his B.S. in Aeronautics
from Parks College of Aeronautical Technology, St. Louis University and
attended the National War College at Fort L. J. McNair in Washington.
Currently a Fox News Channel Military Analyst, Capt. Nash frequently
appears on the network to discuss military, terrorism and aviation issues.

Lt. General Edward Rowny, USA (ret.): General Rowny began his
military career following graduation from the Johns Hopkins University and
the U.S. Military Academy, two Masters degrees from Yale University anda
Ph.D. from American University. He fought in WW 11, Korea, and Vietnam,
commanding units from platoon to Corps size. Later, he served in the 1970s
and 1980s as an advisor to the SALT II talks and as the chief negotiator of
the START negotiations, with the rank of ambassador. From 1985 to 1990,
he was Special Advisor for Arms Control to Presidents Ronald Reagan and
George H.W. Bush. In 1989, President Reagan awarded him the Presidential
Citizens Medal. The citation reads that Gen. Rowny is “one of the principal
architects of America’s policy of peace through strength. As an arms
negotiator and as a presidential advisor, he has served mightily,
courageously, and nobly in the cause of peace and freedom.” In 1991,
Ambassador Rowny retired from government and currently consults on

international affairs. '

Professor Raymond Tanter, Former Senior Staff Member, National
Security Council: Raymond Tanter is Visiting Professor at Georgetown
University, where he teaches courses on International Relations and
Terrorism. Tanter is adjunct scholar at The Washington Institute for Near
east Policy and was scholar-in-residence at the Middle East Institute in
Washington. He researched U.S. policy options regarding Iran at both think
tanks. After receiving a Ph.D, from Indiana University in 1964, Prof. Tanter
taught at Northwestern, Stanford, and the Hebrew University of Jerusalem.

Tanter was a fellow at the Hoover Institution at Stanford and the Woodrow
Wilson Intemational Center in Washington and a Fulbright scholar,
University of Amsterdam. In 1975, Tanter spent a month as scholar-in-
residence at the American Embassy, Tokyo, lecturing on petroleum
interruption scenarios, with special reference to the Middle East. In 1967,
Tanter was deputy director of behavioral sciences at the Advanced Research
Projects Agency of the U.S. Department of Defense and a member of the
Civilian Executive Panel, Chief of Naval Operations. He served at the White
House on the National Security Council staff, 1981-1982. In 1983-1984, he
was personal representative of the Secretary of Defense to arms control talks
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in Madrid, Helsinki, Stockholm, and Vienna. He is a member of the Council
on Foreign Relations. Among Tanter’s publications is Rogue Regimes:
Terrorism and Proliferation, New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1997. Tanter is
a member of the Council on Foreign Relations and the Committee on the
Present Danger. : ~ :

Major General Paul E. Vallely, USA (Ret.): General Vallely retired in
1991 from the U.S. Army as Deputy Commanding General, U.S. Army
Pacific in Honolulu, Hawaii. Gen. Vallely graduated from the U.S. Military
Academy at West Point and was commissioned in the Army in 1961, serving
a distinguished career of 32 years in the Army. He served in many overseas
theaters, including Europe and the Pacific Rim countries, as well as two
combat tours in Vietnam. He has served on U.S. security assistance missions
on civilian-military relations in locales around the world. Gen. Vallely is a
graduate of the Infantry School, Ranger and Airborne Schools, Jumpmaster
School, the Command and General Staff School, The Industrial College of
the Armed Forces and the Army War Coliege. His combat service in
Vietnam included positions as infantry company commander, intelligence
officer, operations officer, military advisor and aide-de-camp. He has over
15 years experience in Special Operations, Psychological and Civil-Military
Operations. Gen. Vallely was one of the first nominees for Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Special Operations under President Reagan and
commanded the 351" Civil Affairs Command during the 1980s, He has
served as a consultant to the Commanding General of the Special Operations
Command as well as the Department of Defense Anti-Drug and Counter-
Terrorist Task Forces. Gen. Vallely is a military analyst for Fox News
Channel and is a guest on many nationally-syndicated radio talk shows. He
also is a guest lecturer on the War on Terror and has just co-authored a book
entitled The Endgame, Winning the War on Terror.

Clare M. Lopez, Executive Director, IPC is a strategic policy and
intelligence analyst with a focus on Middle East, homeland security, national
defense, and counterterrorism issues, Based for the last five years in the
private sector environment of the Washington metro area, Lopez began her
career as an operations officer with the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA),
serving domestically and abroad for 20 years in a variety of assignments,
Lopez served as a Senior Intelligence Analyst, Subject Matter Expert, and
Program Manager for the Alexandria, VA firm, HawkEye Systems, LLC.
Lopez previously produced Technical Threat Assessments for U.S.
Embassies at the Department of State, Bureau of Diplomatic Security, where
she worked as a Senior Intelligence Analyst for Chugach Systems
Integration. During Lopez’s CIA career, she served under diplomatic cover
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in various postings around the world, acquiring extensive regional expertise
with a career focus on the former Soviet Union, Central and Eastern Europe
and the Balkans, She has served in or visited over two dozen nations
worldwide and speaks several languages, including Spanish, Bulgarian,
French, German, and Russian. Lopez began a study of Arabic in 2003 at the
Department of Agriculture Graduate School before transferring to the
Middle East Institute (MEI) in downtown Washington.

Lopez received a B.A. in Communications and French from Notre Dame

~ College of Ohio and an M.A. in International Relations from the Maxwell

School of Syracuse University. She completed’ Marine Corps Officer
Candidate School (OCS) in Quantico, Virginia before declining a
commission in order to join the CIA. Lopez is a Visiting Researcher and an
occasional guest lecturer on counterterrorism, national defense, and
international relations at Georgetown University. Lopez is a member of the
Intemmational Association of Counterterrorism and Security Professionals
(IACSP), Women in International Security (WIIS) and the Middle East
Institute (MEI), '
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jed Babbin,

Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA
Wednasday, March 30, 2005 5:15 PM
Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Phone Message

Eb)(s)

_—




Call went well -- the only news maybe that he hinted that they are seeing more foreign
- fighters than before.

. b)(6)
From: ClV, OASD-PA
Sent: ne ay, March 38, 2005 9:29 AM

To: Aliison, CIV, OASD-PA; -PA; Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA L=
Cc: Tc 0ASD-PA; b)(6) )(s) TC, OASD-PA
Subject:

56

hi folks. here is the most recent list of the military analysts calling in this morning for our conference call. thanks.

- Confirmed Retired Military Analysts:

‘Colonel Carl Kenneth Allard (USA, Retired) o '
Mr. Jed Babbin (USAF, JAG) ’ 3 ‘ o
Lieutenant Colonel Rick Francona (USAF, Retired)
Colone} John Garrett (USMC, Retired)
Colonel Jack Jacobs (USA, Retired)
Lieutenant Colone] Robert L., Maginnis (USA, Retired)
Colonel Jeff Mc¢Causland, (USA, Retired)
General Montgomery Meigs (GSA, Retired)
- Captain Chuck Nash (USN, Retired)
General William L. Nash (USA, Retired)
Major General Paul E. Vallely (USA, Retired)

Respectfully,
OSD Public Affuirs
Community Relations and Public Liaison

' The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 30401-1400
Eb)(z)

.t




b)(6)

From: E)(s) —ICIV QASD-PA
Sent: h 30, 2005 11:22 AM
To: - e CIV ODASD-PA
Subjsct: American Spectator (Babbin)

The American Spectator (Jed Babbin)

http://iwww.spectator.org/dsp_article.asp?ar_id=7956

(b)(6) \
Fb)(s) ‘

Researcher
Department of Defense

0SD Writers Group, Room®@ |
Teteppane: (0)(2)

Fax: (0@




b)(6)
From: CIV, OASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2005 8:55 AM
TJo: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: Military analyst on O'Reilly factor
sir, : R

dallus wanted me to make changesto the original doc b/c of something secdef expressly wanted.,. then givc 10 alfison so she can see
what we're offering before we ofler it. but allison has asked me for something else a little more pressing. i will get the new outreach
plan to ab by cob today. good enough? ;)

--~—Origingj Message-----

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA -
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2005 7:34 AM
Ta: (bY€) _ CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: Military analyst on O'Reilly factor

where is the info i requested, ma'am?

----- Criginal Message-----
From: — CIV, OASD-PA

Sant: Tuesday, March 29, 2005 6:48 PM 3
To: Barber, Allison, C1V, OASD-PA; Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA; Ruff, Ec, SES, OASD-PA; C1V, QASD-PA
Subject: Miiitary analyst on Q'Reilly factor .

Jed Babbin will be on fox news tonight around 8:30 talking about detainee deaths. fyi. thanks l;) (

Respectfulh
uUBIc Affairs

Community Relations and Public Linison

m The Pentagun

Washington, D.C. 30401-1400
Eb)(2) '
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- _ T ———
From:; v, OASD-PA
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2005 7:48 PM
To: li IV, OASD-PA: Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;
Kb)(G) CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: iiitary analyst on O'Reilly factor v - -

NG

Jed Babbin will be on fox news tonight arvund 8:30 talking about detainec deaths. fyt. thanks,

e
b)(6)
OSD Public Affairs

gty Relations and Public Liaison
b} [The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 30401-1400
Eb)(Z)




[ R — ——

From:” Barber, Allison, CiV, QASD-PA
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2005 6:55 AM
To: Di Rita, Larry, ClV, OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: Re;

Thanks larry.

We were thinking military analysts and defense analysts . Wasn't sure about the other
groups--open to your ideas. We will work on that this week,

The documentary we finished on friday-- dictatérship to democracy will probably have an
even broader audience. Will get that to you today or tomorrow.

We are broadcasting both on all of our internal channels.
See you soon . ——
Ab

Rllison Barber
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense

Sent from my BiackBerry Handhelad.

----- Original Message-----~ b
From: Di Rita, Larxy, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry.dirjtad

To: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA <Allison,Barberd®® -~ |

Sent: Mon Mar 21 04:22:%4 2005 — - -
Subject: :

Welcome back.

Just a quick note to say that the DVD is outstanding. Thanks so much for doing it. What
is your thinking about distribution? It really is something we should push - opinion
elite, analysts, hill, etc.

You are doing such a terrific job, across the board. Thanks for everything




b))

From:’ Di Rita, Larry, ClV, OSD-0ASD-PA

Sent: Friday, March 18, 2005 3:01 AM

To: Klein, Dale, Hon, OSD-ATL

Subject: Re: EMP Report

Bill- tnx{. ¥rank mentioned it and I believe he said there is a brief he could send - — —

alony. That might be a little easier in the interim than getting it scheduled. —We have
some tyxavel coming up and if there is a brief someone could get to me before monday a.m.,
he'll have a lot of airplane time to go thru ic.

Understand the rymep b'fast went well. Thanks for all you're doing. Take care, dale.
Best

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message----- e ——
Prom: Klein, Dale, Hon, OSD-ATL <Dale.Klei

To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, 0SD [EX:/0=ORGANIZATION/OU=SECDEF/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DIRITA)]

Sent: Wed Mar 16 18:13:59 2005

Subject: EMP Report

Larry -- I talked with Frank Gaffney and he indicated he recently talked with you and
the SecDef about the EMP Commission report. Bill Graham briefed the DepSecDef several
weeks ago and the DepSecDef said the SecDef really needed to hear this brief from Bill.
We have been having difficulty in getting this scheduled with the SecDef. Can you help
get this scheduled ?? Dale




b)(®) .

From: Barber, Aliison, CIV, OASD-PA [alison.barberd(® | T
Sent: We_dnesday, March 16, 2005 727 PM . _

To: (\gv::strga;ABryan, SES, OASD-PA; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CiV. OSD-
Ce: Lawrenbe, Dallas, OASD-PA ‘

Subject: RE: secdaf 10 min '

vikes o friday..that is a busy schedule.. maybe we can check in the morning to see if we
can squeeze a few minutes on the schedule or try and build it in on the back side of the
town hall friday. thanks ab -

----- Original Message-~--- b)(6)
From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA [mailto:Bryan.Whitman
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 5:26 PM .
To: Barber, Allison, €IV, OASCE-PA; Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA -
Cc: Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: secdef 10 min

I think it would be great; however this is how the hour is currently filled.
That with 5 minutes to walk to and from the studio,

3:20 - 3:30 NBC News, Jim Miklaszewski

3:¢35 - 3:45 WSMV - Nashville (NBC affiliate)
3:47 - 3:57 WCTI -~ New Burn, NC (ABC affiliate)
4:00 - 4:10 KENS - San Antonio, TX (CBS affiliate)

----- Original Message----- G
From: Barber, Allison, CIV, QASD-PA (mailto:allison.barber )(6)
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 3:38 PM
To: Whitman, Bryan, CIV, OASD-PA

Ce: Lawrence, Dallas, OASD-PA —m = e
Subject: FW: gecdef 10 min ) ) '

hi there :

do you think we could sgqueeze 10 min for secdef to answer a few questions from military
analysts? i know we are trying to get a lot out of the block of time.. what do you think?
thanks .

————— original Message----- ’

From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA [mailto:larry.dirita(ﬁ?)(s) . i
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 3:35 PM . :
To: Barbey, Allison, CIV, ORSD-PA !
Subject: Re: secdef 10 min '

Probably. Work with bryam so that our hour is used up smartly

__________________________

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message----- [b)(6)
From: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA <allison.barberd
To: Di Rita Larry (Z-mail) <1arry,dirita :
Sent: Wed Mar 16 15:34:30 2005

Subject: secdef 10 min

“hi there

any chance we can get secdef’to do a 10 min call with military analysts tomorrow‘a.fter his
interviews? just a few guestions on the 2 year anmiversary? it is another crazy idea but 1
think it would be powerful.since they will all be on tv this weekend,

1




h)(6)

From:’ Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 8:02 AM

To: v Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; 'Dan Senor’
Subject: RE;

Good additions.
Senor, if this doesn't make you a star we're going to stop trying!!

----- Original Message-----

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, Maxrch 16, 2005 6:58 AM
To: 'Dan Senor!

Cc: Di Rita, Larryy, CIV, 0OSD-OASD-PA
Subject: RE:

With Xtaly's announcement to withdraw troops startlng in December, I would also offer the
following:

-~We appreciate Italy's demonstrated support for the coalition and the Yragqi people.

--Italy has been and continues to be a steadfast ally in the Global War Against Terror and
we value all their contributions in support democracy and libexty

The Coalition

~-Coalition support is wmore than having troops in Irxag

--More than 30 countries are key members of the coalition team providing troops, political
backing to the coalition, training opportunities, supplies and financial support to help
rebuild the country

--The coalition is supporting all Iragi efforts to establish the rule of law, promote
justice and improve quality of life

~--27 countries with forces in Iraqg (in addition to US)
————— Original Message----- -

From: Di Rita, Larry, C1V, OSD-OASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:34 AM

To: 'Dan Senor';FbXG) Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA; wWhitman, Bryan,
SES, OASD-PA ,
Subject: RE:

1. some allies have said repeatedly that they will assess as the Iraqgi security forces
get more capable. The U.S. is doing the same thing.

2. Once the U.S. recedes back to its pre-election level of about 136,000 (17 brigades)
Iragi security forces themselves constitute the largest single component of the cocalition,
and that is goo.

2. Even so, there are upwards of two dozen countries with txoop commitments in Irag.

2. Every country in NATO has recently pledged to make some kind of commitment -- money,
trainers, off-shoxre training, etc -- to the NATO training mission in Iraq.

3. General Casey, General Abizaid, on up regularly consult with other countries that are
locking for ways they may be helpful.

4. the coalition will continue to shif:, but that is expected as individual countries
make their own decisions.




+----Original Message----- b)(®)

From: Dan Senor [mailto: dansenor*

Sent: Tuesday, Marxch 15, 2005 6:56 PM

To: [b)6) } Di Rita Larry CIV OSD; bryan. whitmantbxs)
Subject:

Hey there,

Going on Fox & Friends tomorrow morn at 8:20...will definitely get questions about txoop
withdrawal from coalition allies,

Any talkers on it beyond what Scott said below? If not, I can get by. Otherwise, please
shoot me anything you've got.

Thanks!

-Dan

Q Scott, what is your understanding of Italy's position on withdrawing troops from Iraq?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, actually, last week Prime Minister Berlusconi spoke to, I believe,
the Italian Senate and addressed this issue. He said that, as Iragis are able to assume
more responegibility, we will work in agreement with our allies and start to withdraw some
of our forces. And that was something he said, I believe it was just about a week ago --
last Wednesday, I think.

Q But has this come to a head, then, today?

MR, McCLELLAN: I 'saw the comments he made today and I think they were very similar to the
comments he made last week.

Q What doea this deo to our overall troop strength there? And is it hurting our effort, in
general, in --

MR. McCLELLAN: I don't think so, because if you look at what he said last week and what he
said again today, this will be based on the ability and capability of Iragi forces and the
Iragi government to be able t0 assume more respongibility, and that he will work in
agreement with allies in the region before taking those steps. And we certainly appreciate
the contributions of the Italians. They have served and sacrificed alongside Iragis and
alongside other coalition forces.

Our focus remains on making sure that the Iragi forces are fully trained and equipped and
ready to assume more responsibility for their future, and that's where our focus will
remain, so that eventually our troops will be able to return home with honor.

Q How much of this reflects the tension between the United States and Italy over the
shooting incident?

MR. McCLELLAN: I'm not sure that X'd make a connection there. I don't view it the same
way.

Is there any cornectien?
MR. McCLELLAN: Not that I'm aware of.

Q So no connection at all?

MR. MCCLELLAN: Not that I -- I haven't heard any comment to that effect from Italian
officials. . )
2
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(b)(6) v
From:’ Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
Sent: Saturday, March 12, 2005 6:08 PM
To: ‘dansenor@®® |
Subject: Re:

Tnx. We'll survive!

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message---- G) S
From: Dan Senor <danseno (
TO: larry.dirita <larry.diritad®® 1diritad®® <ldirita
Sent: Sat Mar 12 18:03:15 2005
Subject;

Lar, . : : —_—— -
My apologies. I told the Standard copy editor to change "Navy Seals* to '"Americans” in
both places...she did in one, but in the other replaced with "Special Forces'. Not

helpful. I've seen Navy Seals elsewhere in print before. But, still, sorry about that.

I think you'll like the rest of the piece. Put in the bird if you think.it would be
helpful. . .

Here's the link to the piece...
http: / /www.weeklystandard. com/
Thanks |

~Dan
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-(b)(6)

From:” Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, March t1, 2005 0:03 AM

To: - DI Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA

-Subject: . Re: Jeb Babbin editcriai - need to keep this dog fed
baone

CQoL Gebrge H. Rhynedance

----- Original Message----- v B)©)
From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry.dirita

To: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-P& <George.Rhynedance*bK6)

Sent: Fri Mar 11 09:;01:32 2005 .
Subject: Fw: Jeb Babbin editorial -- need to keep this dog fed

For monday's early bird, pls. Tnx

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

————— Original Message-----

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA <Bryan.Whitman
To: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA <larry.diritag®® |
CC: Geren, Pete, CIV, OSD <Pete.GCerendgb
Sent: Fri Mar 11 08:17:53 2005
Subject: Jeb Babbin editorial -- need to keep this dog fed

http://www.nypost.com http://www.nypost.com

TORTURE TRUTHS

By JED BABBIN

JUST how far were U.$. interrogators told they could go in questioning detainees in Iraq,
Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay? AR new report by Vice Adm. Albert T. Church III, the former
navy inspector general, answers some questions pointedly, but raises many more.

The Defense Department has now done 1l investigations growing ocut of the Abu Ghraib
prisoner-abuse gcandal, which broke a year ago. Church testified to the Senate Armed
Services committee on the latest report Thursday. His task was to trace any connection -
between the interrogation methods sanctioned by Defense to any abuses in Iraq, Afghanistan
and Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

At the outset of the war, the president determined, entirely correctly, that suspected
terrorists and their ilk - such as the Taliban and later the so- called "Saddam Fedayeen" -
weren't prisoners of war entitled to the protections afforded under the Geneva
Conventions. Since we attacked Afghanistan in October 2001, the left has been working
night and day to force a reversal of that decigion. Its principal tool has become the
abusesg at the Abu Ghraib prison near Baghdad.

Critics focused the comfirmation hearings for Alberto Gonzales as attorney general on~
Justice Department and White House memos debating the definitions of torture. Ever since
the Abu Ghraib scandal broke, others have blamed Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld and the
senior military leadership for creating an atmosphere in which prisoner abuse wasg, if mnot
specifically permitted, at least inevitable.

The Church report proves those assertions wrong. It says, "We found, without exceptiomn,
that the DoP and senior military commanders responsible for the formulation of
interrogation policy evidenced the intent to treat detainees humanely, which is
fundamentally inconsistent with the notion that such officials or commanders ever accepted
that detainee abuse would be permissible . . . {and] it is clear that none of the pictured
abuses at Abu Ghraib bear any resemblance to approved policies at any level, in any
theater."

But what about Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay? Weren't the interrogators just turned
loose? In fact, no. Church wrote, "We found no link between approved interrogatian
technigues and detainee abuse."

Church found that most af the abuse cases. didn't even come out of interrogaticms. "Of ‘the

70 cases of ., . . substantiated abuse, only 20 of these cases, or less than one-third,
could be considered 'interrogation-related.' " The rest occurred in situations such as at
1
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the "point of capture® - where soldiers who've captured peanl 3
the deaths or wounding of their pals got emotionagly c;,gieg :w:B?Y believed had causeq
Accqrding to Church, the incidence of abuse is not -unigue to any of the services,
active vs, reserve soldiers or other factors. (Thus, he apparently disagrees witﬁ tﬁe
earlier Taguba report on Abu Ghraib, whicn found the reservist military police
inadequately trained for detainee operations in the environment they encountered.) Every
true interrogator's goal is to get actionahle intelligence - reliable information that's
translatable into offensive or defensive action. To get it, we must both abjure torture
and reject the tide of political correctness that threatens to drown our interrogators.
Interrocgation-related abuse is guite rare, the report notes: “At [Guantanamo Bay], where
there have been over 24,000 interrogation sessions . . . there are only three cases of
substantiated abuse, all consisting of minor assaults im which [military intelligence)
interrogators exceeded the bounds of approved interrogation policy.” -
But those bounds, as Church's report explains, remain blurry because “po universally
accepted definitions of 'torture' or ‘abuge’ exist.“ All there is - in the Geneva .
Conventions, U.S. and internatiomal law - is the concept that detainees must be treated
"humanely. ® '
As the Church report shows, the terrorists are trained in our interrogation methods and
how to resist them. When we use more aggressive techniques - as we did in the case of two
"high-value" detaineesg at Guantanamo who resisted standard interrogation for months - the
new techniques "successfully neutralized the two detainees' resistance training and
yielded valuable intelligence.” : .
Church said in a conference call Wednesday that our interrogators are now “clamped up" -
declining to push interrogations as hard as they legally and morally can and should for
fear of the next investigation that will c¢ome along.

We are punishing innovative interrogatoxs, such as the two women at Guantanameo Bay, "who,

on their own initiative, touched and spoke to detainees in a sexually-suggestive manner in
order to incur stress based on the detainees' religious beliefs.® Why should we punish
those women? Why should we respect terrorists’ religious beliefs when we - and a growing
number of their co-religionists - say they are perverting their religion by their
terrorism?

The most important finding Church makes is a negative one: that there is no universal
definition of torture or abuse. American and allied interrogators shouldn't have to work
in fear of prosecution under vague laws and treaties., So long as they do, they will remain -
"clamped up" - less effective than they wust be if we are to get the actionable
intelligence we need to save lives.

We have a clear definition of "torture* in U.S. law. Congress should - as clearly as
possible, without trying to specify every possible circumstance - act quickly to gpecify
what "abuseg"” means,

Jed Babbin ig a former deputy undersecretary of defense, a contributing editoxr with
familysecuritymatters.com and author of "Inside the Asylum: Why the U.N. and Old Europe
Are Worse Than You Think." .
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From: Rhynedance, George, COL, CASD-PA

Sent: Friday, March 11, 2005 7:41 AM

Jo: Ruff, Eric, SES, QASD-PA

Subject: Re: Babbin {(New York Post)

Sure . . L—-'

COL George K, Rhynedance

----- Original Message----- B)E) -

From: Ruff, Eric, SES, ORSD-PA <Eric.Ruff%F

To: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA <George.Rhyne anced®(®) '

CC: Whitwan, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA <Bryan.Whitmandb)®)

Sent: ¥ri Mar 11 07:28:58 2005

Subject: Fw: Babbin (New York Post)

Geocrge, can you please make sure the bird staff runs this in MONDAY'S ebird? Thanks.

F;';m EQ(G “"(.:IV OASD- PA @6) , ' (__‘

To: (B)(6) lcrv oasD-PA JD)(E)
Sent: Fri Mary 11 07:06:53 2005
Subject: Babbin (New York Post)

TORTURE TRUTHS

By JED BABRBIN

JUST how far were U.S. interxrogators told they could go in gquestioning detainees in Irag,
Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay? A new report by Vice Adm. Albert T. Church III, the former
navy inspesctor general, answers some guestions pointedly. but raises many more.

The Defense Department has now done 11 investigations growing out of the Abu Ghraib
prisoner-abuse scandal, which broke a year ago. Church testified to the Senate Armed
Services committee on the latest report Thursday. Hie task was to trace any connection
between the interrogation methods sanctioned by Defense to any abuses in Iraqg, Afghanistan
and Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

At the outset of the war, the president determined, entirely correctly, that suspected
terrorists and their 1lk - such as the Tallban and later the so-called "Saddam Fedayeen" -
weren't prisoners of war entitled to the protections afforded under the @eneva "
Conventions. Since we attacked Afghanistan in Octobex 2001, the left has been working
night and day to force a reversal of that decision., Its principal tool has become the
abuses at the Abu Ghraib prison near Baghdad.

Critics focused the confirmation hearings for Alberto Gonzales as attorney general on
Justice Department and White House memos debating the definitions of torture., Ever sincs
the Abu Ghraib scandal broke, others have blamed Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld and the
senior military leadership for creating an atmosphere in which prisoner abuse was, if not
specifically permitted, at least inevitable.

The Church report proves those assertions wrong. It says, "We found, without exception,
that the DoD and senior military commanders responsible for the formulation of '
interrogation policy evidenced the intent to treat detainees humanely, which is )
fundamentally inconsistent with the notion that such officials or commanders ever accepted
that detainee abuse would be permissible . . . land] it is clear that none of the pictured
abuses at Abu Ghraib bear any resemblance to approved policies at any level, in any
theatexr."

But what about Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay? Weren't the interrogators just turned
loose? In fact, no. Church\wrote, "We found no link between approved interrogation
techniques and dgetainee abuse."

Church found that most of the abuse cases didn't even come out of interrcogations. "Of the
70 cases of . . . substantiated abuse, only 20 of these cases, or less than one-third,
could be considered 'interrogation-related,' " The rest occurred in situatioms such as at
the "point of capture" - where soldiers who've captured people they believed had caused
the deaths or wounding of their pals got emotionally carried away.

1




According to Church, the incidence of abuse is not unidque : ;
active vs, reserve soldiers or other factors, (Thus, hg apt:ranyl?f Fhe services, g
earlier Taguba report on Abu Ghraib, whicn fUUHﬂ !h <P gnﬁ~fldléagrees with the
inadequately trainEﬂ tor ﬂéE P 5 . e re§ervist mllltary police
. ainee operations in the environment they encountered } Eve
Efue 1nterrogatcr's goal is to get actionable intelligence - reliable information thagfi
translgtable intq offensive or defensive action. To get it, we must bath abjure rorture
and reject the tide of political correctness that threatens to drown our interrogators.
Interrogation~-related abuse is guite rare, the report notes: "At [Guantanamo Bay], where
there have been over 24,000 interrogation Sessions . . . there are only three cases of
substantiated abuse, all consisting of minor assaults in which imilitary intelligence)
interrogators exceeded the bounds of approved interrogation policy."
. But those bounds, ag Church’s report explaing, remain blurry because "no universally
- accepted definitions of ‘torture' or ‘'abuse‘’ exist.” All there ig - in the Geneva
Conventions, U.S. and international law - is the concept that detainees must be treated™ ~
*humnanely. "
As the Church report shows, the terrorists are trained in ocur interrogation methods and
how to resist them. When we use more aggressive techniques - as we did in the case of two
"high-value" detainees at Guantanamo who resisted standard interrogation for months - the
new techriques "successfully neutralized the two detainees' resistance training and
yielded valuable intelligence.® : :
Church said in a conference call Wednesday that our interrogators are now "clamped up" -
declining to push interrogations as hard as they legally and morally can and should for
fear of the next investigation that will come along.
We are punishing imncvative interrogators, such as the two women at Guantanamo Bay, "who,
on their own initiative, touched and spoke to detainees in a sexually-suggestive mannher in
order to incur stress based on the detalnees' religious beliefs." Why should we punish
those women? Why should we respect terrorists' religious beliefs when we - and a growing
number of their co-religionists - say they are perverting their religion by their
terroriam?
The most important finding Church makes is a negative cne: that there is no universal
definition of torture or abuse. American and allied interrogators shouldn't have to work
in fear of prosecution under vague laws and treaties. So long as they do, they will remain
"clamped up" - less effective than they wust be if we are to get the actionable
intelligence we need to save lives. :
We have a clear definition of "torture" in U.S, law. Congress should - as clearly as
possible, without trying to specify every possible circumstance - act guickly to specify
what "abuse" means.
Jed Babbin is a former deputy undersecretary of defense, a contributing editor with
familysecuritymatters.con and author of "Inside the Asylum: Why the U.N. and 0ld Europe
, Are Worse Than You Think."
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From: Ruff, Bric, SES, ORSD-PA

Sent: Friday, March 11, 2005 7:20 AM
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To: [(b)(6) [ CIV OASD-PA {(b)(s) | :

Sent: Fri Mar 11 07:06:53 2005
Subject: Babbin (New York Post)

TORTURE TRUTHS

By JED BABBIN

JUST how far were U.S. interrogators teld they could go in questioning detainees in Izadg,-
Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay? A new report by Vice Adm. Albert T. Chuxch III, the former
navy inspector general, answers some guestions pointedly, but raises many more.

The Defense Department has now done 1l investigations growing out of the Abu Ghraib
prisoner-abuge scandal, which broke a year ago. Chuxch testified to the Senate Armed
Serviceg committee on the latest report Thursday. His task was to trace any connection
between the interrogation methods sanctioned by Pefense to any abuses in Irag, Afghanistan
and Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

At the outset of the war, the pregident determined, entirely correctly, that suspected
terrorists and their ilk - such as the Taliban and later the so-called "Saddam Fedayeen" -
weren't prisoners of war entitled to the protections afforded under the Geneva
Conventions. Since we attacked Afghanistan in October 2001, the left has been working
night and day te force a reversal of that decision. Its principal tool has become the.
abuses at the Abu Ghraib prison near Baghdad.

Critics focused the confirmation hearings for Alberto Gonzales as attorney general on
Justice Department and White House memos debating the definitions of torture, Ever since
the Abu Ghraib scandal broke, others have blamed Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld and the
senior military leadership for creating an atmosphere in which prisoner abuse was, if not
specifically permitted, at least inevitable.

The Church report proves those assgertiong wrong. It says, "We found, without exception,
that the DoD and senior military commanders responsible for the formulation of
interrogation policy evidenced the intent to treat detainees humanely, which is
fundamentally inconsistent with the notion that such officials or commandergs ever accepted
that detainee abuse would be-permissible . . . [and)] it is c¢lear that none of the pictured

abuses at Abu Ghraib bear any resemblance to approved policies at any level, in any
theater. " N




.But what about Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay? Weren't the interrogators just turned
loose? In fact, no. Church wrote, "We found no link between approved interrogation
technigques and detainee abuse,"

Church found that most of the abuse cases didn't even come out of interrogations. “Of the
70¢ cases of . . . substantiated abuse, only 20 of these cases, or less. than one-third,
could be considered 'interrogation-related.' " The rest occurred in situations such as at
the "point of capture” - where soldiers who've captured people they believed had caused
the deaths or wounding of their pals got emotionally carried away.

According to Church, the incidence of abuse is not unique to any of the services, to
active vg8. reserve soldiers or other factors. (Thus, he apparently disagrees with the
earlier Taguba report on Abu Ghraib, which found the reservist military police
inadequately trained for detainee operations in the environment they encountered.)

Every true interrogator's goal is to get actionable intelligence - reliable information
that's translatable into offensive or defensive action. To get it, we must both abjure
torture and reject the tide of political correctness that threatens to drown our

interrogators. )
Interrogation-related abuse is quite rare, the report notes: "At [Guantanamo Bay), -where
there have been over 24,000 interrogation sessions . ., . there are only three cases of .

substantiated abuse, all consisting of minor assaults in which [military intelligence]

interrogators exceeded the bounds of approved interrogation policy."

But those bounds, as Church's report explains, remain blurry because "no universally
accepted definitions of 'torture' or 'abuge' exist." All there is - in the Geneva
Conventions, U.S. and international law - is the concept that detainees must be treated
"humanely."

As the Church report shows, the terrorists are trained in our interrogation methods and
how to resgist them. When we use more aggressive techniques - as we did in the case of two
"high-value" detainees at Guantanamo who resisted standard interrogation for months - the
new techniques *"succesgfully neutralized the two detainees' resistance training and
vielded valuable intelligence."

Church said in a conference call Wednesday that our interrogators are now "clamped up" -
declining to push interrogations as hard as they legally and morally can and should for
fear of the next investigation that will come along. .

We are punishing innovative interrcogators, such as the two womwen at Guantanamo Bay, "who,
on their own initiative, touched and spoke to detainees in a sexually-suggestive manner in
order to incur stress based on the detainees’ religious beliefs." Why should we punish
those women? why should we respect terrorists' religious beliefs when we - and a growing
number of their co-religioniste - say they are perverting their religion by their
terrorism?

The most important finding Church makes is g negative one: that there is-no universal
definition of torture or abuse, ‘American and allied interrogators shouldn't have to work
in fear of prosecution under vague laws and treaties. So long as they 4o, they will remain
. "clamped up" - less effective than they must be if we are to get the actionable
intelligence we need to.save lives.

We have a clear definition of "torture" in U.S. law. Congress should - as clearly as
possible, without trying to specify every possible c¢ircumstance - act guickly to specify
what “"abuse" means.

Jed Babkhin is a former deputy undersecretary of defense, a contributing editor with
familysecuritymatters.com and author of "Inside the Asylum: Why the U.N. and ©ld Europe
Are Worse Than You Think.®
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